
Attachment B Discover Recovery (File #CUP21-01) As of 3/16/2021   

Exhibit # Date Recd. Name

1 2/6/2021 Peter Lu

2 2/7/2021 Trisha Golding

3 2/7/2021 Brian Wiklem

4 2/8/2021 Laura and Frank Forgione

5 2/8/2021 Mary Stephens

6 2/6/2021 Councilor Greg Anderson

7 2/8/2021 Mike Vogt

8 2/8/2021 Staff response and social media text

9 2/8/2021 Staff to Hearings Examiner

10 2/8/2021 Cheryl Mathieson

11 2/8/2021 Staff response to phone call from  Robert Ball 

12 2/8/2021 Jennifer Grosman

13 2/9/2021 Jennifer Grosman

14 2/9/2021 Kim

15 2/10/2021 Councilor Shannon Roberts

16 2/10/2021 Staff response to Lynnsey Bondi

17 2/11/2021 Mike Vogt

18 2/11/2021 Kathryn Chase

19 2/11/2021 Mike Vogt

20 2/11/2021 Kim

21 2/11/2021 Michael Ryan

22 2/13/2021 Bryce Payton

23 2/14/2021 Robert Ball

24 2/14/2021 Mike Vogt

25 2/14/2021 Cheryl Payton

26 2/15/2021 Thomas Feldman

27 2/13/2021 Bryce Payton

28 2/16/2021 Staff to Mr. Ball

29 2/16/2021 Heidi Rosenberg

30 2/14/2021 Cheryl Payton to Mayor McDonnell

31 2/18/2021 Deidre Collins to Mayor McDonnell

32 2/14/2021 Robert Pallari to Mayor McDonnell

33 2/13/2021 Bryce Payton to Mayor McDonnell

34 2/12/2021 Ian Stirling to City Council

35 2/10/2021 Robert Ball to Mayor McDonnell

36 2/18/2021 Hannah Rogers

37 2/22/2021 Kiristen Maxwell

38 2/22/2021 Hannah Rogers to Councilor Roberts

39 2/24/2021 Post Record confirmation of publication

40 2/25/2021 Staff response to Ron Knight

41 2/25/2021 Ron Knight

42 2/22/2021 Margaret Tweet to City Council

43 2/25/2021 Hannah Rogers to Councilor Hogan

44 2/14/2021 Robert Pallari to Councilors Burton and Anderson

45 2/18/2021 Cheryl Payton to Councilors Carter and Hogan

46 2/22/2021 Hannah Rogers to Councilor Burton

Page 1 of 3



Attachment B Discover Recovery (File #CUP21-01) As of 3/16/2021   

47 2/25/2021 Councilor response to Pallari Family

48 2/25/2021 Councilor Burton response to Margaret Tweet

49 2/25/2021 Councilor Burton response to Ian Stirling

50 2/25/2021 Councilor Burton response to Hannah Rogers

51 2/11/2021 Applicant letter to Neighbors

52 2/12/2021 Applicant letter to Harvest Church

53 2/12/2021 Applicant letter to Mayor McDonnell and Parks Director Lam

54 2/26/2021 Mike Scheel

55 2/28/2021 Randi Ford

56 2/27/2021 Paul McBride email to Council and Mayor McDonnell

57 3/1/2021 Staff response to Mr. McBride

58 3/2/2021 Councilmember Anderson to City Administrator Fox

59 3/2/2021 Clifton Hill

60 2/18/2021

Kelly Moyer, "Substance abuse treatment and recovery center proposed for 

Camas" - Post Record

61 3/2/2021 Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance

62 3/3/2021 Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance

63 3/3/2021 Linnea Ferrin-Wieczorek

64 3/4/2021 Michelle Waters

65 3/3/2021 Sheila Schmid

66 3/4/2021 City Administrator response to Councilor Roberts

67 3/4/2021 Catherine Hostetler to Council

68 3/4/2021 Carrie Wiklem

69 3/5/2021 Rui Meng

70 3/7/2021 Kristen Maxwell to Council

71 3/7/2021 Mitchell Copp to Council

72 3/7/2021 Kristen Maxwell to City Administrator Fox

73 3/7/2021 William Quinn to Councilor Burton

74 3/8/2021 Joanna Russell

75 3/8/2021 Jennifer Hanson

76 3/9/2021 Yasu Fuke to Council

77 3/9/2021 Stuart Maxwell to City of Vancouver

78 3/10/2021 Ricardo Reyes

79 3/10/2021 Olga Goyzman

80 3/11/2021 Jamie Kobrzycki

81 3/12/2021 Lan Yu

82 3/12/2021 Brian Lewallen request for continuance

83 3/13/2021 Isaac Dizon

84 3/14/2021 Barbara Bye

85 3/14/2021 Ramona Roth

86 3/14/2021 Sylvia Plath to Council with responses by Councilors Burton and Roberts

87 3/15/2021 Jessica Smith

88 3/15/2021 Lindsy Fagan email and letter

89 3/15/2021 Ian Fagan 

90 3/5/2021 Stuart Maxwell to Mayor McDonnell

91 3/15/2021 Margaret Koch

92 3/15/2021 Brett Nelson

Page 2 of 3



Attachment B Discover Recovery (File #CUP21-01) As of 3/16/2021   

93 3/15/2021 Peter Lu

94 3/16/2021 Alyssa Wyckoff

95 3/15/2021 Andrea McNickle

96 3/15/2021 Arlette Schuett

97 3/15/2021 Caren and Chris Frank

98 3/15/2021 Cheri Emery

99 3/15/2021 Dave Morita

100 3/15/2021 Cara Helmke and Darin Camin

101 3/15/2021 Ian McNickle

102 3/15/2021 Laura Szeliga

103 3/15/2021 Laura Crowley

104 3/15/2021 Leah Ann Sperl

105 3/15/2021 Lesley Hahn

106 3/16/2021 Marilyn Graham

107 3/15/2021 Matt Dykema

108 3/15/2021 Megan Chyterbok

109 3/15/2021 Julie, Jason, Connor and Camille Melton

110 3/15/2021 Pat Whalen

111 3/15/2021 Sam Woo

112 3/16/2021 Sharon Frye

113 3/16/2021 Shyam Bal

114 3/15/2021 Sarah Yabui

115 3/16/2021 Sylvia Plath to Council with attached police reports

116 3/16/2021 Heather Gulling with self-titled "Exhbits A, B, C"

117 3/16/2021 Bisturis Family with self-titled "Exhibit A"
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From: Peter Lu <peterlu@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 6, 2021 2:09 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Notice of Proposed Development

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Dear Sarah,  
 
We live nearby Dorothy Fox and have 2 kids attending it.  Recently we saw the sign of "Notice of Proposed 
Development" - Discover Recovery Treatment Center - at the location that is right next to Dorothy Fox on NW 23rd 
Street.  After looking more closer into what Discovery Recovery is all about: 
https://discoverrecovery.com/programs/residential-program/ we are extremely concerned that this location is chosen 
right next to the school.  Can you please let us know what are options to object to this and/or how to voice our 
concerns? 
 
Thanks, 
Peter 
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From: Trisha Golding <trishagolding@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, February 7, 2021 10:00 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Fairgate/Discovery Recovery Treatment Center

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Good Morning, 
 
I wanted to ask a few clarifying questions on the proposed development change for the Fairgate Property in Camas.  
Lots of talk is going around social media and I wanted to find the best place to get the correct information. 
 
The sign states it is to be Discovery Recovery Treatment Center, a convalescent home.  What specifically will this be?  
Rehab for post surgery, drug rehabilitation, elderly recovery? 
 
There is not a hearing date and time posted? Has this date been determined yet? 
 
Can the application and information submitted be viewed? 
 
Thank you for your assistance. We live in the area and have children at Dorothy Fox, so just wanted some clarification. 
 
Thank you, 
Trisha Golding 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Brian Wiklem <brian@ispeedonthe405.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 7, 2021 9:21 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Discover Recovery Treatment Center

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Sarah,  
 
I'm contacting you about the notice of Proposed Development next to Dorothy Fox Elementary School. 
 
I'm not sure when the public hearing will be, but having just moved to Camas 6 months ago from Costa Mesa, California 
(the 2nd largest repository of Rehabs/Sober Living Homes) and I am adamantly against this being put next to an 
elementary school, no less in the middle of expensive suburban homes. 
 
I saw what happened when Costa Mesa began allowing rehab centers to move into residential, not to mention the 
underbelly of unlicensed rehabs/sober living homes that plagued the community.  It didn't just affect property values, 
but took a toll on the community.  Homelessness, illegal drug use, petty thefts, burglaries, and people strung out in 
public parks and even on front lawns of homes (homes that were a fraction the size of a typical Camas home, but twice 
the real estate value/price).   
 
I had a cousin who was in and out of rehab, including one around the corner from my last home.   
I've listened to city leaders and planners tell citizens that nothing bad will happen, and promise the world but in the end, 
fail to deliver.  Is Camas better?  I hope so - but it still doesn't change the fact that I am against the location of this 
proposed development, and that in the end nothing good will come of this.  Once it goes south, and they generally do, 
the mess that will be left behind will damage this community for years to come.   I am also aware many of these patients 
are not from the area, and when their insurance runs out or they drop out (or other circumstance) they generally end up 
homeless (or soon after) on the street in the community where the treatment center is because they have no money to 
get home, and the center left them high and dry. 
 
I hope serious consideration to rejecting this application for the use as a treatment center occurs.  BTW - Nextdoor is 
alive with people mobilizing against this. 
 
This is just not the place for this kind of endeavor to occur. 
 
Regards 
 
Brian Wiklem 
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From: Laura <leforgione@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 12:17 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Proposed development

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Dear Sara, 
I am writing out of concern for the proposed development near Dorothy Fox Elementary. This letter highlights a couple 
of our concerns. 
 
Changing this building from assisted living to drug/alcohol recovery center would cause an increase in traffic to the 
area. This area is constant use by pedestrians, including students heading to school. Walkers, joggers, and bike riders 
are already challenged by the lack of sidewalks, narrow vehicle lanes, and sidewalks in poor condition. Additional 
delivery trucks, visitors, staff, and patients that use the streets to access the facility would not drive with the same care 
and caution as those who live here. Additional traffic would lead to greater chance for accidents and injuries. 
 
The proximity of Discover Recovery to our neighborhood park and Margaret Fox School is a  poor choice for children 
and families in the area. 
We must be mindful of the influences and behavior visible to our impressionable youth. 
 
Please encourage the representatives from this “convalescent facility” to search for a location in a more industrial, 
adult oriented setting. Perhaps the UL campus or Georgia Pacific buildings would be suitable options. 
Laura and Frank Forgione 
1703 NW Rolling Hills Dr. 
Camas, WA 
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From: mary stephens <pingpong73_55@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 4:37 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Proposed Drug Rehabilitation/Dorthy Fox Elementary School

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Please inform me of the public hearing date and time for the Discover Recovery Treatment Center. 
We believe these services are need but not in suburban neighborhoods and definitely not next to a school.  
Thank you  
Mary Stephens 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
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Can you please provide relevant available information and related CMC information?  To 
include any siting or distance provisions for the proposed use. 
 

Thank you,  

 Greg 
 

From: Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us>
Date: February 6, 2021 at 1:02:37 PM PST
To: Phil Bourquin <PBourquin@cityofcamas.us>
Cc: Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us>, Ellen Burton 
<EBurton@cityofcamas.us>
Subject: Can You Please Add Details and Context to this 
Topic/Situation?
 
Hi Phil,
This has recently appeared on NW 23rd Ave.
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From: Michael Vogt <vogt55@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 9:39 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Discovery Treatment Proposal

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Sarah, 
 
I hope this message finds you well. My name is Mike Vogt and I am a local resident, in Camas. I currently live about a 
block and a half from Dorthy Fox elementary and have come across the sign for the proposed development of the 
Discovery Treatment Center / Convalescent facility. There are a number of rumors floating around about what this 
proposed facility might be turned into, including a possible drug rehab facility. As a taxpayer and parent with children in 
the elementary system, I cannot emphasize enough how vehemently opposed we are to adding such a facility in a 
residential area directly next to an elementary school and public park. We definitely believe in the benefits of rehab and 
also understand that facilities are needed to appropriately help those struggling with addiction. In fact, as someone 
who has struggled with addiction in the past, I wish nothing more for others struggling to learn appropriate coping 
mechanisms to prevent relapse. The purpose of writing is to voice my concern and also to help set the record straight 
with those continuing to raise the issue. When you have a moment, will you please confirm if this is indeed the future 
intention of the proposed development? If so, are there planned public forums scheduled for discussion? 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Sarah Fox
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 9:58 AM
To: Bryan Rachal; Robert Maul
Subject: Discover Recovery 

Bryan,  

This is my first draft of a summary of the application and process. My hope is that residents will utilize a few of the links 
that are provided for a deeper level of information. The link at the bottom is from our department’s Smart Sheets online 
project tracker. I can upload documents and have them available there for those that are interested throughout. I also 
included links to the city’s code. Let me know if there are any problems with the links.   

Also, could you share with me any edits that you make to this blurb? I would like to respond to the emails that I have 
received to date with a consistent message.  

---- 

Blurb for the web and other social media: 

All,  

The city received an application for a change of land use at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue on January 21, 2021, from Discover 
Recovery. City staff is currently reviewing Discover Recovery’s application to determine if everything that is required to 
be submitted has been received, before progressing to the next steps of the process. This initial review typically takes 
two to three weeks. 

The new owners are proposing a 15-bed convalescent home that will provide full-time care and treatment for 
individuals seeking to recover from disorders in the abuse of drugs, alcohol, and other substances. It will provide 24-
hour care and is not a day facility.  

According to Camas Municipal Code (CMC): "Nursing, rest or convalescent home" means an establishment which 
provides full-time care for three or more chronically ill or infirm persons. Such care shall not include surgical, 
obstetrical, or acute illness services” CMC18.03.030.  

The city requires that the owners obtain approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) given that the property is in a 
residential zone.  This permit process is a Type III and includes a public hearing before the city’s hearings examiner. 
More information on this permit type can be found online at the city’s website (Type III and CUP). Neighboring 
properties will receive notice of this application and process through the installed site sign, letters that will be sent to 
their homes, and online (see below).  

Notifications: The surrounding neighbors will receive a letter from the city when the application is deemed 
“technically complete”. This process of reviewing a newly submitted application usually takes about two-three weeks. 
One element of achieving “technically complete” is installing a sign on the property that informs neighbors about the 
application. The sign includes a blank for the date of the public hearing because this meeting is not scheduled yet. 
When the hearing is scheduled, the sign will be updated with the date of the hearing, a notice of the hearing will be 
published in the Camas Post Record, published to the city’s website, and letters will be sent to the neighboring 
properties. The city will send a notice of the public hearing at least 15 days in advance of when it scheduled.  

Interested individuals may view the status of the review and download application materials at the following link: 
https://app.smartsheet.com/b/publish?EQBCT=c1d94372b4484b6da50f9da1ada3aa89 
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From: Sarah Fox
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 10:01 AM
To: 'Joe Turner'
Subject: FYI - public hearing 

Good morning Joe! 
I will need to schedule a public hearing for an application in late March or early April. Do you have any dates that are 
already booked? Below is a summary of the project that will be sent to neighbors that are already reacting to the site 
development notice sign.  
 
Email to neighbors: 
The city received an application for a change of land use at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue on January 21, 2021, from Discover 
Recovery. City staff is currently reviewing Discover Recovery’s application to determine if everything that is required to 
be submitted has been received, before progressing to the next steps of the process. This initial review typically takes 
two to three weeks. 
 
The new owners are proposing a 15-bed convalescent home that will provide full-time care and treatment for 
individuals seeking to recover from disorders in the abuse of drugs, alcohol, and other substances. It will provide 24-
hour care and is not a day facility. According to Camas Municipal Code (CMC): "Nursing, rest or convalescent home" 
means an establishment which provides full-time care for three or more chronically ill or infirm persons. Such care 
shall not include surgical, obstetrical, or acute illness services” CMC18.03.030.  
 
The city requires that the owners obtain approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) given that the property is in a 
residential zone.  This permit process is a Type III and includes a public hearing before the city’s hearings examiner. 
More information on this permit type can be found online at the city’s website (Type III and CUP). Neighboring 
properties will receive notice of this application and process through the installed site sign, letters that will be sent to 
their homes, and online (see below).  
 
Notification: The surrounding neighbors will receive a letter from the city when the application is deemed “technically 
complete”. This process of reviewing a newly submitted application usually takes about two-three weeks. One element 
of achieving “technically complete” is installing a sign on the property that informs neighbors about the application. The 
sign includes a blank for the date of the public hearing because this meeting is not scheduled yet. When the hearing is 
scheduled, the sign will be updated with the date of the hearing, a notice of the hearing will be published in the Camas 
Post Record, published to the city’s website, and letters will be sent to the neighboring properties. The city will send a 
notice of the public hearing at least 14 days in advance of when it scheduled.  
 
Interested individuals may view the status of the review and download application materials at the following link: 
https://app.smartsheet.com/b/publish?EQBCT=c1d94372b4484b6da50f9da1ada3aa89 
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From: Cheryl Mathieson <cherylmath@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 1:30 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Proposed Rehab Facility near school and playground

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hi Sarah, 
 
I live on the block next to the proposed drug rehab facility. I have lived here 25 years and walk by this property 
practically daily on my walks. This seems like an inappropriate location for this type of facility, which would be 
surrounded by playgrounds—one at Harvest church with Little Lamb preschool and the park playground on the other 
side of the proposed rehab facility property. In  addition, Dorothy Fox Elementary is right next door. There is lots of foot 
traffic and children who regularly play in the parks and grassy lots around there. I not would be in favor of this proposed 
use at all. The minute someone steps away from the building, they can be in one of these community spaces. I would 
have to voice my opposition to it. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cheryl Mathieson 
2520 NW Cascade Street, Camas 
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From: Sarah Fox
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 2:31 PM
To: 'ball7881@outlook.com'
Subject: Conditional Use Permit Information

Thank you for phone call.  

The city received an application for a change of land use at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue on January 21, 2021, from Discover 
Recovery. City staff is currently reviewing Discover Recovery’s application to determine if everything that is required to 
be submitted has been received, before progressing to the next steps of the process. This initial review typically takes 
two to three weeks. 

The new owners are proposing a 15-bed convalescent home that will provide full-time care and treatment for 
individuals seeking to recover from disorders in the abuse of drugs, alcohol, and other substances. It will 
provide 24-hour care and is not a day facility.  

According to Camas Municipal Code (CMC): "Nursing, rest or convalescent home" means an establishment which 
provides full-time care for three or more chronically ill or infirm persons. Such care shall not include surgical, 
obstetrical, or acute illness services” CMC18.03.030.  

The city requires that the owners obtain approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) given that the property is in a 
residential zone.  This permit process is a Type III and includes a public hearing before the city’s hearings examiner. 
More information on this permit type can be found online at the city’s website (Type III and CUP). Neighboring 
properties will receive notice of this application and process through the installed site sign, letters that will be sent to 
their homes, and online (see below).  

Notification: The surrounding neighbors will receive a letter from the city when the application is deemed “technically 
complete”. This process of reviewing a newly submitted application usually takes about two-three weeks. One element 
of achieving “technically complete” is installing a sign on the property that informs neighbors about the application. The 
sign includes a blank for the date of the public hearing because this meeting is not scheduled yet. When the hearing is 
scheduled, the sign will be updated with the date of the hearing, a notice of the hearing will be published in the Camas 
Post Record, published to the city’s website, and letters will be sent to the neighboring properties. The city will send a 
notice of the public hearing at least 15 days in advance of when it scheduled.  

Interested individuals may view the status of the review and download application materials at the following link: 
https://app.smartsheet.com/b/publish?EQBCT=c1d94372b4484b6da50f9da1ada3aa89 
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From: Jennifer Grosman <jengrosman@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 2:07 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Application

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hi Sarah,  
Thank you so much for the call earlier today and the information provided below ~ 
I truly appreciate your help as we try our to best understand this new facility 
 
Our home’s nearest cross street is NW 22nd Ave, which is 1 block over from the proposed development on NW 23rd Ave 
(Discover Recovery Treatment Center / DRTC).  
My husband and I have 2 small children that are zoned for Dorothy Fox Elementary and have some questions and 
concerns regarding this proposed development. 
 
Concerns ~ 
 - Harvest Community Church & playground, Camas recreational park, and Dorothy Fox Elementary all surround this 
property which children frequent very often. 
 - Dorothy Fox Elementary has a ~80% walk-to-school rate, which means lots of families and children are coming to/from 
school throughout the day 
 - The surrounding area is all residential with no other commerce in the immediate vicinity 
 - Patients going thru detox and/or rehabilitation for drugs & alcohol can be unstable  
 
Starting February 2021, Oregon Measure 110 took affect which I assume may be one of the reasons this location is ideal 
due to it’s proximity to Portland.  
This measure for drug decriminalization and addiction treatment legalizes many of the substances that DRTC provides 
treatment for.  
The information you provided below says this facility will be a 15-bed home for full-time 24-hour care, which brings a 
few questions. 
 
Questions ~ 
 - What is DRTC’s success rate?  
 - What is DRTC’s revolving rate? (How often are new patients coming/going) 
 - Where do most of DRTC’s patients come from? (local, national, international) 
 - In the event that a patient chooses to leave mid-treatment (or funds/insurance are not available anymore), are they 
allowed to just leave the property into the neighborhood?  
     - How will surrounding families be protected and/or notified? 
     - What is the exit strategy for patients who no longer wish to complete treatment? 
 - If a surrounding home is vandalized/intruded by a DRTC patient, will the patient or facility be held liable for damages?  
 - Are there plans to expand the 15-bed home? 
 
Please feel free to share these concerns and questions with Mr. Feldman as I’m sure they are not uncommon.  
 
Thank you again for your time and patience as we balance our compassion for those that need help while ensuring our 
children continue to be raised in a safe and secure community. 
We look forward to when the Hearing date/time is posted and will continue to monitor this progress 
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Best, 
Jen Grosman 
503-708-5909 
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From: Grosman <jengrosman@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 2:41 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Application

Thank you! 
 
 

On Feb 8, 2021, at 2:16 PM, Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> wrote: 

  
Ms. Grosman,  
I forwarded your email to the applicant. They may send you a response directly. Your email will be 
included with the public comments received to date. Those comments will be compiled as part of the 
record that is given to the hearings examiner.  
  
From: Jennifer Grosman <jengrosman@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2021 2:07 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Application 
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the 
Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD review. 
  
Hi Sarah,  
Thank you so much for the call earlier today and the information provided below ~ 
I truly appreciate your help as we try our to best understand this new facility 
  
Our home’s nearest cross street is NW 22nd Ave, which is 1 block over from the proposed development 
on NW 23rd Ave (Discover Recovery Treatment Center / DRTC).  
My husband and I have 2 small children that are zoned for Dorothy Fox Elementary and have some 
questions and concerns regarding this proposed development. 
  
Concerns ~ 
 - Harvest Community Church & playground, Camas recreational park, and Dorothy Fox Elementary all 
surround this property which children frequent very often. 
 - Dorothy Fox Elementary has a ~80% walk-to-school rate, which means lots of families and children are 
coming to/from school throughout the day 
 - The surrounding area is all residential with no other commerce in the immediate vicinity 
 - Patients going thru detox and/or rehabilitation for drugs & alcohol can be unstable  
  
Starting February 2021, Oregon Measure 110 took affect which I assume may be one of the reasons this 
location is ideal due to it’s proximity to Portland.  
This measure for drug decriminalization and addiction treatment legalizes many of the substances that 
DRTC provides treatment for.  
The information you provided below says this facility will be a 15-bed home for full-time 24-hour care, 
which brings a few questions. 
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Questions ~ 
 - What is DRTC’s success rate?  
 - What is DRTC’s revolving rate? (How often are new patients coming/going) 
 - Where do most of DRTC’s patients come from? (local, national, international) 
 - In the event that a patient chooses to leave mid-treatment (or funds/insurance are not available 
anymore), are they allowed to just leave the property into the neighborhood?  
     - How will surrounding families be protected and/or notified? 
     - What is the exit strategy for patients who no longer wish to complete treatment? 
 - If a surrounding home is vandalized/intruded by a DRTC patient, will the patient or facility be held 
liable for damages?  
 - Are there plans to expand the 15-bed home? 
  
Please feel free to share these concerns and questions with Mr. Feldman as I’m sure they are not 
uncommon.  
  
Thank you again for your time and patience as we balance our compassion for those that need help 
while ensuring our children continue to be raised in a safe and secure community. 
We look forward to when the Hearing date/time is posted and will continue to monitor this progress 
Best, 
Jen Grosman 
503-708-5909 
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From: Jennifer Grosman <jengrosman@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 1:45 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Application

Categories: Follow-up

Perfect - thank you so much for clarifying! 
 
 

On Feb 9, 2021, at 1:43 PM, Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> wrote: 
 
I am sorry that I missed your call as I was on another call at the time. I am unaware of any proposals to 
demolish the structure to build a 200-unit apartment building. The city has not received an application 
for such a proposal. 
  
In response to your questions, the property is privately owned. The city is not the developer and it is not 
public property. The city will review the application that was submitted, and follow the laws in place to 
evaluate it. The hearings examiner will render a decision after holding a public hearing.   
  
  
From: Jennifer Grosman <jengrosman@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 12:44 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Application 
  
Hi Sarah, 
I just left you a voicemail hoping to get some more background information regarding this proposed 
development (Discover Recovery Treatment Center, NW 23rd Ave/Prune Hill). 
  
A neighbor mentioned that this property had 2 alternate proposals  
   1.  200 unit apartment complex  
   2. Large long term care convalescent and memory care center  
  
Based on our conversation yesterday, it seemed as if this was a private sale between Mr. Feldman and 
the previous owner - and that the sale is already final. 
Is that correct or is this land something that is being developed by the City of Camas (apartment 
complex and memory centers are quite large developments)? 
  
Thank you for your help, I just want to manage any false information that may be passed around 
Jen Grosman 
503-708-5909 
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From: Kim <kimmykat23@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2021 5:16 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Please stop a heroin rehab center from opening next to a school

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hello.   
 
I hope you, your family, and your friends are as well as possible during these challenging times.  
 
I wanted to write to plead with you to please stop the development of an opioid rehab center next to Dorothy Fox 
Elementary School and park.  The location is extremely inappropriate and given these results I cite below, the 
community is justified in unequivocally opposing this development.  
 
https://www.ocregister.com/2017/05/21/how-some-southern-california-drug-rehab-centers-exploit-addiction/ 
 
Furthermore, property values will be reduced by 17% since this center will serve heroin addiction.  If this center is 
developed, every household near the center will have standing to reduce their property taxes based on the 17% 
decrease on value below market value, leading to a decline in funds for the city and the schools system. Please find my 
citation below. This is our community’s children, livelihood, and much of our savings are in our homes.   
 
http://www.josre.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/9830-63_92.pdf 

Kindly,  
Kim 
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From: Shannon Roberts
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 10:42 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: NW 23rd

Greetings Sarah, 
 
I’ve been contacted by a citizen, Hannah Rogers, concerning the Assisted care facility being proposed.  
Hannah believes the city is covering up the fact it is actually a drug rehab center and also concerned there is a school 
in close proximity, along with property values dropping. 
Can you give me some details that might alleviate her concerns? 
 
Thank you, 
 
Shannon Roberts 
Camas City Council | Ward 1 
509-637-5192 

15

Hi Shannon,  
The application is for a Conditional Use Permit, which is a Type III application. The city requires installation of a sign on 
the property when they submit the application and fees, which they have done. This is also what has prompted the 
multiple phone calls and information requests from citizens.  
 
The city does not have any information beyond what the applicant has shared with us, and in turn, we have made their 
application information available to the public. I will be sending more information to the neighbors in the mail, and via 
public notices online on the process for this Conditional Use Permit in the next few weeks. The city's hearings examiner 
is the city's decision maker on this type of permit.  
 
In the meantime, here is some information for you to review and share with your constituents: 

Conditional Use Permits CMC Ch. 18.43 
Type III Hearings Process CMC Ch. 18.55 
Initial Application (File #CUP21-01) 
 

You may also share with them that they may send written comments directly to me by email. They may also phone or 
email me. They will also have the opportunity to testify at the public hearing when it is scheduled.  
 
____________________________ 
Sarah J. Fox  
Senior Planner - AICP 
City of Camas Planning Division  
Mobile 360.513.2729 | Office 360.817.7269  
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From: Robert Maul
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 12:34 PM
To: lynnsey.bondi@gmail.com
Cc: Sarah Fox
Subject: Discovery Care

Good afternoon, Lynnsey. 

This email is a follow up to our phone call regarding the proposed change of use at 2213 NW 23rd Ave.  Below is the 
message that went out on Nextdoor by our communications director on Monday.  It has some general reference to 
the process you and I discussed. I have also attached a link to the Camas Municipal Code regarding the criteria for 
Conditional Use permits. Lastly, I have copied Sarah Fox, who is the City’s Senior Planner assigned to this 
case.  Please let us know if you have any other questions.  

Regards,  

Robert Maul 

Planning Manager 

https://library.municode.com/wa/camas/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT18ZO_CH18.43COUSPE  

 

______________________________________________ 

The city received an application for a change of land use at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue on Jan. 21, 2021, from Discover 
Recovery. City staff is currently reviewing Discover Recovery’s application to determine if everything that is 
required to be submitted has been received, before progressing to the next steps of the process. This initial review 
typically takes two to three weeks. 

The new owners are proposing a 15-bed convalescent home that will provide 24-hour care and treatment for 
individuals. 

According to Camas Municipal Code (CMC): "Nursing, rest or convalescent home" means an establishment which 
provides full-time care for three or more chronically ill or infirm persons. Such care shall not include surgical, 
obstetrical, or acute illness services” CMC18.03.030.  

The city requires that the owners obtain approval of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) given that the property is in a 
residential zone.  This permit process is a Type III and includes a public hearing before the city’s hearings 
examiner. More information on this permit type can be found online at the city’s website (Type III and CUP). 
Neighboring properties will receive notice of this application and process through the installed site sign, letters 
that will be sent to their homes, and online (see below).  

Notifications: The surrounding neighbors will receive a letter from the city when the application is deemed 
“technically complete.” This process of reviewing a newly submitted application usually takes about two-three 
weeks. One element of achieving “technically complete” is installing a sign on the property that informs neighbors 
about the application. The sign includes a blank for the date of the public hearing because this meeting is not 
scheduled yet. When the hearing is scheduled, the sign will be updated with the date of the hearing, a notice of the 
hearing will be published in the Camas Post Record, published to the City’s website and letters will be sent to the 
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neighboring properties. The city will send a notice of the public hearing at least 15 days in advance of when it 
scheduled.  

Interested individuals may view the status of the review and download application materials at the following link: 
https://app.smartsheet.com/b/publish?EQBCT=c1d94372b4484b6da50f9da1ada3aa89 
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From: Michael Vogt <vogt55@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 2:06 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Discovery Treatment Proposal

Sarah, 
 
Thanks for this update. In my research, it appears as if it is very difficult for both cities/municipalities not to mention 
residential neighborhoods to prevent facilities such as Discovery from moving into residential areas. There are countless 
examples online of how facility owners approach this process and they seem to have figured out a unique legal equation 
that’s difficult to disrupt. The first step is that they follow the application process flawlessly to reach the hearing phase. 
Next, they cite benefits of such a facility to the hearing community citing security 24/7, no disruption of traffic, and 
heavily position how it’s good for the community and will not impact neighbors. This causes buzz among neighbors who 
often still try to fight the placement. Most often, cities end up declining CUP applications only to have them appealed. 
Once appealed, petitioner generally positions litigation citing ADA guidelines and Fair Housing Act rules. It’s important 
for everyone to understand that anyone in rehab under the affordable care act is considered to be disabled and must be 
looked at by any city receiving federal funds as such. The threat of litigation citing discrimination by them is frequent 
with the law often on their side. Neighbors must be aware of this and I would advise you and the hearing examiner along 
with any others in the City with legal insights to please research and review current and past cases in which this has 
happened. This appears to be a domino effect and once one lands, others across the community often follow suit. Pretty 
sure our education system, safe community and family oriented town would like to stay this way versus becoming the 
treatment riviera of the NW. One merely has to look at Southern CA to see examples and the implications of how this 
happens in what has become a $16B annual business sheltered under the guise of treatment with a 40-60% success rate. 
 
I definitely appreciate the transparency but am quite concerned based on my own research. It’s too bad we all couldn’t 
pitch in some money to purchase the property ourselves (turning it into a community center) to prevent this from 
landing next to an elementary school and disrupting the education system that has been a driving force of new residents 
and tax revenue for the area. 
 
Thanks again, 
 
Mike 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Katy Taylor <ktaylorteach2@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 10:29 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Barry McDonnell
Subject: Fair Gate Manor Proposed Development

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Mrs. Fox, 
My name is Kate Chase. I’m a parent of students attending Dorothy Fox Elementary and live 200 meters from Fairgate 
Manor. 
My children walk to school past the manor. We play at the park directly behind the manor. 
I value the need for rehabilitation centers for those who need critical physical and mental health treatment. 
I have compassion for those in need of recovery treatment. 
I can not however believe that the City Council would support a drug rehab facility in immediate proximity to an 
elementary school and neighborhood playground. 
I’ve walked past facilities like this before. My experience is that when patients go outside for some much needed fresh 
air and a break from the intense therapy sessions they attend, there are several patients smoking and at times using 
angry and foul language to express their frustrations to one another. 
I do not want any of our children exposed to this potentially frightening experience. 
I am also a 2nd grade teacher at Dorothy Fox and have 21 years of experience in early childhood development. Through 
my training and courses, I have studied the effects of the trauma even limited experience with adult aggression (verbal 
included) can cause. 
 
Please seriously consider the implications of approval of the request of Thomas Feldman’s change of use. 
 
I called and left a message for you earlier this week and have not heard back. Please call me at (503) 891-0346. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kathryn Chase 
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Sarah Fox

From: Michael Vogt <vogt55@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 11:29 AM
To: Thomas Feldman; Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Discovery Treatment Proposal

Thomas, 
 
Thanks for the note. Can you please shed some light for Sarah, the city hearing examiner and I on Discivery’s acceptance 
process into the treatment program and how a registered sex offender or someone with a violent criminal history is 
managed? As this is immediately next to an elementary school and in close proximity to hundreds of families and 
homes, these questions have to be asked. I personally have watched the torment caused in a community when an addict 
with a long history of violent behavior, kidnapped, raped and strangled an 11 year old girl, leaving her body in a church 
parking lot. I specifically moved here for this very reason. The city and community need far better assurances that two 
people on-sight, camera checks and 30 minute in-person checks can manage up to 15 people going through the 
challenges of withdrawal, mental anguish and separation from family and friends. There unfortunately, in my opinion, is 
very little that Discovery can say or do to assure neighbors that there will not be an increased safety risk versus the 
current accepted zoning of an assisted living facility. It is my opinion that a facility such as Discovery should have stricter 
zoning and safety requirements than what is outlined in your letter when in proximity to an elementary school. I am an 
advocate and firm believer in the ADA (which your residents fall under through the Affordable Care act) not to mention 
the Fair Housing Acts. At this point, I’m just not convinced that this is an improvement to the neighborhood and believe 
there is an increased impact to safety of neighbors in the surrounding area should the city permit this use. 
 
I look forward to continuing our discussion. 
 
Thanks, 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 On Feb 11, 2021, at 10:41 AM, Michael Vogt <vogt55@gmail.com> wrote: 

 Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Thomas Feldman <Thomas@telloshealth.com> 
Date: February 11, 2021 at 9:44:20 AM PST 
To: Michael Vogt <vogt55@gmail.com> 
Cc: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: RE: Discovery Treatment Proposal 

  
Dear Mr. Vogt, 
  
My name is Thomas Feldman. Sarah Fox at the City of Camas forwarded your email to 
me. My company, Discover Recovery, has purchased the property at 2213 NW 23rd 
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Avenue. I have attached a letter addressed to the neighbors which details the specifics 
of our planned use and includes a link to a new website which answers a number of 
questions you and other residents of Camas may have about our program. We look 
forward to working with you and other members of the community during this process.  
  
  
Best Regards, 

(M) 202.379.8359 
(F) 425.589.0432 
  

Thomas Feldman 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for 

the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have 

received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message 

contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If 

you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy 

this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have received 

this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the 

intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking 

any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. 
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From: Kim <kimmykat23@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 2:47 PM
To: Thomas Feldman
Cc: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Please stop a heroin rehab center from opening next to a school

Thank you tor your response. I understand the measures you have outlined in your letter however three points remain a 
major concern.  
 
First concern is the 17% drop in our homes values due to this kind of business near our homes. 
 
Second, though the entrance to the school is off the side street, the path home for half the kids is by this building you 
purchased. We are talking 6 and 7 year olds walking by 10 times a week at least!  
 
Third are the issues brought to the community which are outlined in the second article I linked.  
 
There are several unoccupied spaces that are more centrally located for example, the space by Michael’s on mill plain, 
the many spaces in downtown Vancouver, as well as 164th street. The are near more commercial areas, which allows for 
access and visibility for the good that you do 
 
Please reconsider this location, it is just awful to plop a hospital in the middle of a neighborhood. It brings incredible 
chaos and issues we tried hard to avoid.  
 
Kindly, 
Kim 
 
 

On Feb 11, 2021, at 9:49 AM, Thomas Feldman <Thomas@telloshealth.com> wrote: 

  
Dear Kim, 
  
My name is Thomas Feldman. Sarah Fox at the City of Camas forwarded your email to me. My company, 
Discover Recovery, has purchased the property at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue. I have attached a letter 
addressed to the neighbors which details the specifics of our planned use and includes a link to a new 
website which answers a number of questions you and other residents of Camas may have about our 
program. We look forward to working with you and other members of the community during this 
process.  
  
  
Best Regards, 

(M) 202.379.8359 
(F) 425.589.0432 
  

Thomas Feldman 
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Sarah Fox

From: Michael <michael.j.ryan55@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2021 7:28 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Objection to substance abuse rehab facility in Dorothy Fox school district 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
I am writing to voice my objection to the proposed placement of a substance abuse rehabilitation facility in close 
proximity to Dorothy Fox Elementary School. I am a resident and parent of Dorothy Fox students. Such a facility is 
welcome elsewhere in Camas, but not within such close proximity to an elementary school campus. 
 
Michael Ryan 
Camas, WA 
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From: Bryce Payton <bpayton58@hotmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 8:27 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Dorthy Fox School Safety 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Sarah Fox-  I am sure you have been getting emails regarding the plans for the old Fairgate facility on 2313 NW 
23rd ave.  Our daughter walks to school for crossing guard on Thursdays. I walk my son to 2nd grade on Thursday and 
Friday and my daughter will be back next week for 5th grade.  We can not allow a rehab facility to move in to this 
location that touches our school Dorthy Fox. This is not acceptable. No matter what they could do in regards to safety it 
will not make us or our school feel safe.  We already have to worry about their safety as is without a facility like this 
touching the school.  This business can’t be allowed to operate in this area in our school and residential community. We 
believe in helping people with addiction but this home is touching our school, where our kids learn and play. We can 
not allow this to continue and no amount of safety measures will make us feel that this is ok 
 
Concerned Parent, property and state tax payer, 
 
Bryce Payton 
3161 NW Quartz Place 
Camas Wa 98607 
593-522-6523 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Robert Ball <ball7881@outlook.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 5:19 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Information

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Mrs Fox 
I wanted to tell you that the posting for the Rehab on prune Hill is gone blown down in the storm. Are they 
going to repost it so we will know when the meeting is? Also my concern is if they don't repost it it seems like 
they are trying to fly it under the radar and get what they need. I think everyday it's down should be days added 
onto the time before the meeting. Its only right.. anyways could you let me know if they are going to repost it 
and when so I can pass the word on. 
Thank you 
Robert Ball 

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
Get Outlook for Android 
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Sarah Fox

From: Michael Vogt <vogt55@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 5:54 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Discovery Treatment Proposal

Hello Sarah, 
 
I hope you’ve had a nice relaxing and warm weekend. 
 
As you know, a major winter storm blew through Camas during the past several days bringing with it the string Gorge 
winds that often happen up here. I don’t know if this is true but someone just contacted me saying that the sign put up 
by Discovery has either been taken down by the city or potentially damaged by the storm. Either way, I’m reaching out 
letting you know so you can communicate internally and take any necessary steps. Based on past correspondence, 
neighbors up here were under the impression that it would be several weeks before the city made an announcement on 
advancing the application. Can you please let us know if something has changed? 
 
Thanks, 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
 

On Feb 11, 2021, at 9:44 AM, Thomas Feldman <Thomas@telloshealth.com> wrote: 

  
Dear Mr. Vogt, 
  
My name is Thomas Feldman. Sarah Fox at the City of Camas forwarded your email to me. My company, 
Discover Recovery, has purchased the property at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue. I have attached a letter 
addressed to the neighbors which details the specifics of our planned use and includes a link to a new 
website which answers a number of questions you and other residents of Camas may have about our 
program. We look forward to working with you and other members of the community during this 
process.  
  
  
Best Regards, 

(M) 202.379.8359 
(F) 425.589.0432 
  

Thomas Feldman 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the 

individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please 

notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only 

for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, 

distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have 

received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the 
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From: Cheryl Payton <cheryl.payton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 9:41 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Drug and Alcohol Rehabilitation 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Hi Sarah, 
 
I’m writing to express my concern for a the business permit for a Drug, Substance and Alcohol Rehabilitation center 
right next to our neighborhood elementary school. While I have great appreciation for facilities like this, I have some 
concerns about the proximity to our school. 
 
Questions: 
- Our school playground backs up to this property. Will residents be allowed to spend time outside during their stay and 
be in close proximity to our children while being potentially mentally unstable? 
- Will residents be allowed to smoke outside? 
-I’m concerned about increase in traffic and adequate parking, placing pedistrians at higher risk. Will visitors, staff and 
residents have adequate parking to avoid increasing congestion or overflowing to our streets and park? 
- What is the fall out rate and what is the procedure for a resident exiting the facility if they haven’t successfully 
completed the program? 
-How will residents arrive and depart the facility? Will they have friends/visitors deliver at admit and pick up at 
discharge? How will unexpected/non-permitted visitors be addressed? 
-how often do people coming off of drugs/alcohol have psychotic episodes or hallucinations? 
-how will you ensure that sex offenders will not be allowed into the facility? 
-explain a situation when a sex offender would be required by law to be admitted to this facility? 
-what is the maximum number of residents you expect in a years time? 
-how will the camas PD handle calls for loitering in Dorothy Fox Park? 
-historically, how do rehab facilities like these affect the property values? 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Payton 
Mother of 2 elementary age children who attend Dorothy Fox 
3161 NW Quartz Place 
Camas WA 98607 
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Sarah Fox

From: Thomas Feldman <Thomas@telloshealth.com>
Sent: Monday, February 15, 2021 8:07 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit (File #CUP21-01) 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hi Sarah, 
 
Hope you had a nice weekend. 
 
Thank you for the letter. March 24th at 5:00pm for the hearing is great.  
 
Best Regards, 
Thomas Feldman 
 
(M) 202.379.8359 
(F) 425.589.0432 
This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to 
whom they are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message 
contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual named. If you are not the named addressee you 
should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have 
received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are 
notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly 
prohibited. 
 

From: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2021 4:30:03 PM 
To: Thomas Feldman <Thomas@telloshealth.com> 
Subject: RE: Conditional Use Permit (File #CUP21-01)  
  
Hi Thomas,  
Attached is a letter that deems your application complete. I have tentatively scheduled a public hearing with our 
hearings examiner for March 24th at 5:00 p.m. Could you confirm your availability on that date? If that date works, then I 
will send a combined notice of application and public hearing to the neighbors.   
  
Best,  
Sarah  
____________________________ 
Sarah J. Fox (she, her) 
Senior Planner - AICP 
City of Camas Planning Division  
Mobile 360.513.2729 | Office 360.817.7269  
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From: Sarah Fox
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 9:38 AM
To: 'Bryce Payton'
Subject: RE: Dorthy Fox School Safety 

Thank you Mr. Payton for your email.  
It will be added to the record for this permit that is provided to the hearings examiner for consideration.  
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Bryce Payton <bpayton58@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 8:27 AM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Dorthy Fox School Safety  
 
WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Sarah Fox-  I am sure you have been getting emails regarding the plans for the old Fairgate facility on 2313 NW 
23rd ave.  Our daughter walks to school for crossing guard on Thursdays. I walk my son to 2nd grade on Thursday and 
Friday and my daughter will be back next week for 5th grade.  We can not allow a rehab facility to move in to this 
location that touches our school Dorthy Fox. This is not acceptable. No matter what they could do in regards to safety it 
will not make us or our school feel safe.  We already have to worry about their safety as is without a facility like this 
touching the school.  This business can’t be allowed to operate in this area in our school and residential community. We 
believe in helping people with addiction but this home is touching our school, where our kids learn and play. We can 
not allow this to continue and no amount of safety measures will make us feel that this is ok 
 
Concerned Parent, property and state tax payer, 
 
Bryce Payton 
3161 NW Quartz Place 
Camas Wa 98607 
593-522-6523 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Sarah Fox

From: Sarah Fox
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 9:48 AM
To: 'Robert Ball'
Subject: RE: Conditional Use Permit Information

Mr. Ball,  
The sign will be repaired and reinstalled prior to the timeframe for public notice. The information on the sign is just one 
of  the methods of communicating to the public. The city will mail a notice to nearby properties and publish it in the 
paper. Here is a link to the noticing requirements of the city code: 
https://library.municode.com/wa/camas/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT18ZO_CH18.55ADPR_ARTIVPUNOHE_1
8.55.190HENO 
 
From: Robert Ball <ball7881@outlook.com>  
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 5:19 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Conditional Use Permit Information 
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Mrs Fox 
I wanted to tell you that the posting for the Rehab on prune Hill is gone blown down in the storm. Are they 
going to repost it so we will know when the meeting is? Also my concern is if they don't repost it it seems like 
they are trying to fly it under the radar and get what they need. I think everyday it's down should be days added 
onto the time before the meeting. Its only right.. anyways could you let me know if they are going to repost it 
and when so I can pass the word on. 
Thank you 
Robert Ball 

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
Get Outlook for Android 
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Sarah Fox

From: Rosenberg, Heidi L. <Heidi.Rosenberg@camas.wednet.edu>
Sent: Tuesday, February 16, 2021 2:53 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Robert Maul
Subject: Change of use: 2213 NW 23rd Avenue

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hi Sarah –   
 
Please make sure I am kept in the loop on any information regarding the proposed change of use at 2213 NW 23rd 
Avenue. I will be the official representative for any school district response to this proposal. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Heidi 
 
Heidi L Rosenberg 
Director, Capital Programs 
Camas School District 
841 NE 22nd Ave. / Camas, WA  98607 
Phone:  360.833.5593 
 
heidi.rosenberg@camas.wednet.edu 
This e-mail, related attachments and/or any response may be subject to public disclosure under state and federal law.  
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From: Barry McDonnell
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 10:56 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: FW: Help!

 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Cheryl Payton <cheryl.payton@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 9:50 PM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Help! 
 
WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Mayor McDonnell, 
 
I’m writing in regard to my concern about the requested business license for Discover Recovery Rehabilitation, 2213 
NW 23rd Avenue. As I hope you’ve been made aware, this drug and alcohol detox center is planned to be right next to 
Dorothy Fox Elementary school. I’ve been told that there will be a hearing and the city’s job is to make sure everything 
is legal. 
 
Some of my concerns include: 
-proximity of playground and park to the facility -patients leaving the program before finishing and walking right into 
the streets where are children walk to and from school -patients’ hallucinating/having psychotic episodes all while 
being in close proximity to our children -patients outside smoking -patient visitors (which the cofounders state is “not 
allowed”, but I would expect visitors still come at admit to drop off their loved one, pickup at discharge and/or come 
without permission) being in close proximity to our children -increase in traffic -negative impact on property value 
 
Questions: 
- Our school playground backs up to this property. Will residents be allowed to spend time outside during their stay and 
be in close proximity to our children while being potentially mentally unstable? 
- Will residents be allowed to smoke outside? 
-I’m concerned about increase in traffic and adequate parking, placing pedistrians at higher risk. Will visitors, staff and 
residents have adequate parking to avoid increasing congestion or overflowing to our streets and park? 
- What is the fall out rate and what is the procedure for a resident exiting the facility if they haven’t successfully 
completed the program? 
-How will residents arrive and depart the facility? Will they have friends/visitors deliver at admit and pick up at 
discharge? How will unexpected/non-permitted visitors be addressed? 
-how often do people coming off of drugs/alcohol have psychotic episodes or hallucinations? 
-how will you ensure that sex offenders will not be allowed into the facility? 
-explain a situation when a sex offender would be required by law to be admitted to this facility? 
-what is the maximum number of residents you expect in a years time? 
-how will the camas PD handle calls for loitering in Dorothy Fox Park? 
-historically, how do rehab facilities like these affect the property values? 
 

30File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 35 



101

If this business license is granted, I’d like to know what the city can do from a planning and development perspective to 
prevent businesses like this going into our neighborhoods in the future. The easy access that these ill and potentially 
dangerous individuals will have to hundreds of vulnerable and innocent children is terrifying. While I am very much a 
proponent for rehab facilities like these, I do not think it is safe to have right next door to our elementary school. 
 
Please help! 
 
Sincerely, 
Cheryl Payton 
Mother of 2 elementary age children 
3161 NW Quartz Place 
Camas WA 98607 
503-522-6169 
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From: Barry McDonnell
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 10:56 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: FW: Discover Recovery Treatment Center next to Dorothy Fox Elementary

 
 

From: D Collins <sistercol45@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 4:52 PM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Discover Recovery Treatment Center next to Dorothy Fox Elementary 
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hello Mr. McDonnell: 
 
I am writing with concern regarding the purchase and development of the Discover Recovery Treatment Center.  My 
apprehension comes from the fact of how close this facility will be to an elementary school and a public park, where many 
children have played and visit, including my own, on many occasions. 
 
The facility, it seems, treats drug and alcohol abuse, as well as, men's addictions.  I am reaching out, as a concerned 
community member, as it wouldn't seem inappropriate for a recovery treatment center to be so close to an elementary 
school and public park.  It would seem that it would be in conflict with "Drug Free Zones" based on certain treatments that 
are used for addictions. 
 
I am hoping that you will consider not approving this facility so close to the park and school.  My daughter went to Dorothy 
Fox in 3rd and 4th grade, and as parent, I feel that it would not create a safe environment for students, staff, and the 
surrounding community. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Deidre Collins 
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From: Barry McDonnell
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 10:57 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: FW: Drug Rehab site

 
 

From: Bob Pallari <bpallari@gmail.com>  
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 3:56 PM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Drug Rehab site 
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Mayor McDonnell:  
Please exercise your leadership and authority to deny the request by Discover Recovery to locate their business on 
Prune Hill next to Dorothy Fox park and school. I worked over 40 years in public health clinics and hospitals in the 
Portland metro area. My experience with  detox/rehab facilities is that no matter how hard the management and staff 
try, many residents  fail to achieve sobriety. This is not my major concern. With the failure rate so high, I have seen the 
areas around these facilities become populated by ex-residents and other addicted people which in turn resulted in 
attracting drug dealers to these new clients. 
I see no reason to prolong the decision, create public hearings and bring a divisive issue to our neighborhood when we 
are all struggling with so many stressful issues. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Robert and Kathleen Pallari 
2730 NW 28th Circle 
Camas, WA. 
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Sarah Fox

From: Barry McDonnell
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 10:57 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: FW: Dorthy Fox Safety 

 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Bryce Payton <bpayton58@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, February 13, 2021 8:34 AM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Dorthy Fox Safety  
 
WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to 
redirect the email for ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Barry -  I am sure you have been getting emails regarding the plans for the old Fairgate facility on 2313 NW 23rd 
ave.  Our daughter walks to school for crossing guard on Thursdays. I walk my son to 2nd grade on Thursday and Friday 
and my daughter will be back next week for 5th grade.  We can not allow a rehab facility to move in to this location that 
touches our school Dorthy Fox. This is not acceptable. No matter what they could do in regards to safety it will not 
make us or our school feel safe.  We already have to worry about their safety as is without a facility like this touching 
the school.  This business can not be allowed to operate in this area, in our school, and community. We believe in 
helping people with addiction but this home is touching our school, where our kids learn and play. We can not allow 
this to continue and no amount of safety measures will make us feel that this is ok. 
 
What can be done?  We voted for and now we need your help. 
 
Concerned Parent, voter, property and state tax payer, 
 
Bryce Payton 
3161 NW Quartz Place 
Camas Wa 98607 
593-522-6523 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Sarah Fox

From: Barry McDonnell
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 10:59 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: FW: Drug Rehab Center Next to Elementary School

 
 

From: Ian Stirling <ianraystirling@gmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2021 12:12 PM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Cc: Ellen Burton <EBurton@cityofcamas.us>; Bonnie Carter <BCarter@cityofcamas.us>; Don Chaney 
<dchaney@cityofcamas.us>; Steve Hogan <shogan@cityofcamas.us>; Shannon Roberts <SRoberts@cityofcamas.us>; 
Melissa Smith <msmith@cityofcamas.us>; Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Drug Rehab Center Next to Elementary School 
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Dear Camas Council Member,  
 
I am writing to you today on behalf of my three  children and the hundreds of children who attend Dorothy Fox 
Elementary. I have become aware of a drug rehabilitation center to be occupied next to my children’s school. 
Government statistics show that 40-60% of drug addicts relapse from treatment 
(https://www.drugabuse.gov/publications/drugs-brains-behavior-science-addiction/treatment-recovery ). Half of every 
individual who lives at this facility will use and bring drugs into our community and next to hundreds of children. 
 
I urge you, as our city council, to immediately bring to vote a city law requiring such facilities be established more than 
1,000 feet from school grounds. Our city attorney can verify that facilities of more than 6 patients, as this one will be, 
can be subject to and has precedent for such a requirement.  
 
Everyone can agree that such facilities are needed, but to allow them next to an elementary school is unconscionable. I 
look forward to seeing what type of leaders we have elected to keep Camas a safe, family focused community. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
Ian Stirling 
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From: Barry McDonnell
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 11:05 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: FW: Drug rehab on prune Hill. Please open and read

 

 

From: Robert Ball <ball7881@outlook.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2021 11:06 PM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Drug rehab on prune Hill. Please open and read 

 

Sir 
First I would like to say a late congratulations on becoming mayor your first time out in politics.  I read your profile and 
Ireland is a great place with even better people I have been twice and had a lot of fun " maybe a little to much fun" 
anyways on to my concerns. We have lived in Camas for 13 years and have basically raised our children in the same 
home for all these years its a great community with even better schools but the other day a sign was posted across the 
street from our home it stated a person has bought the retirement home to turn it into a drug rehab of course the sign 
said convalescent home but after doing research I have found out it was purchased by a company out of Long Beach 
WA. So I called Sarah that us the contact number on the sign for the city of Camas and she sent me a email with the 
basic info on everything. I believe in drug treatment and trying  to get your life back on track but what I don't think is 
right is to put a rehab next to Dorothy fox and I mean next to it or have a rehab next to a community park that the whole 
neighborhood uses then there is the church that is next door also which also has a pre school in it. With all that said I 
haven't even talked about home values and how it will effect them and yes I know there is studies that say it won't 
effect them but there just as many that say it does and I tend to believe the research that says it will effect home values. 
Think about it why do families move here because it's safe with great schools and very friendly ok also the taxes don't 
hurt but if you had a young family would you buy a home that has a rehab in it probably not if you think about it. So 
home values drop means less taxes for the city I would think but more then that is this what our city government wants 
in our residential areas. I know they will say it's only 15 beds and it's not open for day use it's 24 hour care and it will be 
secure with cameras and locks and supervision but it will never be secure. I dont know what if any history you have with 
addiction but I have knowledge of it because of a family member and trust me they will do ANYTHING to get thier fix and 
yes they are suppose to be there to get better and yes there will be some thats exactly why they are there then there is 
the other people that go because thier wife will leave them if they don't go or it's because it's court ordered and yes I 
called the company and they take court order rehab as long as it's 30 days which is common. Look I don't want to sound 
like some a hole saying all this I believe in treatment I just don't think it should be in a residential area with churches and 
schools literally right next door. Some of there patients will go thier but they are not ready to get fixed so they will 
search out drugs or the drug dealers will search them out. I can envision people OD ing in that nice new restrooms at the 
park many things could happen and do we want to take that chance with our children our schools our churches I 
wouldn't think so. I know just on my street alone everything from protest to lawyers have been brought up to try and 
make the city not allow this. I dont think it would ever get that extreme but I do know when the city has the hearing it 
will be full of people from prune Hill that are very upset. I dont know if you know about the community blog for prune 
Hill I was reading it and stop counting at 300 people that are upset with the idea of a drug rehab that deals with all drugs 
to include herion opiods and alcohol it doesn't matter that it's a 24 hour or a day rehab either way it brings a dangerous 
situation into a residential area that doesn't need to happen. Think about all those people just down the street 100 
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yards that bought all those new homes for over 600000 and now they have a rehab in there neighborhood no more can 
the kids play at the park safely no more can they walk and ride thier bikes to school it's to un safe. You may think I am 
over reacting but I am trying to let you know how the people of your community feels and no I don't speak for everyone 
but I have spoke to enough people and friends to know whats going on. Sorry I will stop beating the subject all I ask is 
you take a look at this and try and look from our perspective.  Please don't allow this to happen to such a great place to 
live. 
Robert Ball 
Ball7881@outlook.com 
(503)313-9502. Please text first 

 
Thank you for reading all this 
Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 

Outlook for AndroidGet  

File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 41 



108

From: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 4:16 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Questions regarding Recovery Discovery on 23rd Ave

Hello Ms Fox,  
 
I left a few voicemails but will put questions here if that is easier for you.  
 
I live on NW Utah Ct within 300 feet of the Fairgate Estate.  
 
First, I wanted to address a post from the City of Camas on the nextdoor "public agencies" wall by Bryan Rachel. I believe 
it is still missing important information that clarifies for the public the intended use of the Fairgate Estate by Discovery 
Recovery. The term "convalescent home" alone is not sufficient description of services to be rendered. You have been 
helpful in sending those details to fellow neighbors so I was able to see for myself for clarification but would like to 
request that those details be added to the City of Camas nextdoor post and that future official online posts, notices and 
mailers contain details of services to be rendered. Below is the verbaige you directly provided to others in email that 
was missing in the Feb 9 nextdoor post for reference. I feel this is important for residents to maintain trust in this 
process.  

"The new owners are proposing a 15-bed convalescent home that will provide full-time care and 
treatment for individuals seeking to recover from disorders in the abuse of drugs, alcohol, and other 
substances. It will provide 24-hour care and is not a day facility." 

 
I also wanted to ask what the typical reach of mailed notices for the public hearing surrounding the site location is? I 
hope that question makes sense. I would submit that residents within the Dorothy Fox Elementary School should at least 
be included if not already. As a mom with three young kids I would feel that any parent that has children attending the 
adjacent Dorothy Fox Elementary School or that any resident visiting Dorothy Fox Park would want to be advised of the 
proposed use of Fairgate Estate and possibly attend the public hearing if they have questions. It is important to know 
that the majority of the kids that attend Dorothy Fox walk and many students walk to and from school from homes to 
the west of the school through the park and walk along 23rd Ave where the fairgate estate sits. I am not sure if those 
houses will receive notices as I am not sure how far their homes are but feel that the public hearing should be for those 
residents and families as well.  
 
Lastly, I would like to request the name and contact for the Hearings Examiner that will be assessing this application.  
 
Thank you very much,  
 
Hannah Rogers 
360-433-5316 
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Sarah Fox

From: Kristen Maxwell <kristenpmaxwell@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 1:30 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Stuart Maxwell
Subject: Discover Recovery (2213 NW 23rd Avenue)

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hello Ms. Fox,  
 
I am writing in regards to the proposed development at 2213 NW 23rd on Prune Hill, currently the location of a 
retirement community. I'm sure you have received many letters from my fellow neighbors, but I would like to contribute 
my objection to the proposed Discover Recovery Treatment Center as well.  
 
My family and I live within a short walking distance to this property, in fact, I can see it from my backyard and pass by 
this facility, daily, on our walks.  We place a high value in knowing that we have a safe community, with businesses 
surrounding us that are safe for our children to be around.  If we weren't concerned by being located near an 
undesirable business (that could propose a threat to our community), we would live in the middle of an urban district.  
 
I believe that it would be extremely reckless and irresponsible to consider allowing a substance abuse rehabilitation 
center in close proximity to a residential neighborhood full of children, or an elementary school. 
 
 As a business person, I understand that the City has to allow for a fair assessment and review of the request, but I hope 
the City of Camas considers the impact of this type of business to the community. 
 
My reasons for objecting are as follows: 
1) The rehabilitation of substance abuse near a school could propose risks to young children and staff in the event that a 
patient (in need of care) enters school grounds and is not being properly escorted when outside.  
2) I am also concerned that someone released from the center, or leaves at their own will, could propose a risk to the 
community.  I don't believe we have proper assurance, at this point, that someone exiting the facility will be escorted by 
a guardian to their next home. 
3) Additionally, what if our children ask what is taking place in the center?  This could bring about discussions that  our 
young children may not understand and may not be appropriate to discuss at this point in their lives. 
4) Lastly, our property value is at risk.  If I was someone looking for property in this market, I would certainly not want to 
be located by a substance abuse rehabilitation center.  This could impact the value of our homes and the tax revenue to 
the City.   
 
Please take my concerns into consideration when reviewing Discover's application, as well as the safety and concerns of 
other families in this community. 
 
Thank you for your attention and time. 
Kristen Maxwell 
832-331-7970 
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Sarah Fox

From: Shannon Roberts
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 3:36 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Robert Maul; Jamal Fox; Bryan Rachal
Subject: Fwd: Questions regarding Recovery Discovery on 23rd Ave

Greetings Sarah, 
 
Please see below. I am keeping you informed of the temperature out there and maybe we can mitigate it somehow with 
more communication. People are angry and fearful already and it’s been brewing for a year. 
 
Also just wondering if it’s usually a secret who the hearings examiner might be? 
 
Cheers, 

Shannon Roberts 
Camas City Council | Ward 1 
509-637-5192 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com> 
Date: February 22, 2021 at 13:17:39 PST 
To: Shannon Roberts <SRoberts@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Fwd: Questions regarding Recovery Discovery on 23rd Ave 

 
Hello Ms. Roberts,  
 
Here is the response I got back from Sara Fox regarding the questions I had that we talked about. I was 
about to email her back for a bit more clarification, but my husband thought I should send it to you as 
we are a bit confused by the response and not feeling like it was received correctly? I did not get 
information on who the hearings examiner was and did not feel that my other questions clearly 
addressed. I am happy to follow up with her but feel a bit of a brick wall.  Let me know what you think. 
 
Also, I am betting you saw Fridays Camas Post Record article where they introduced the owners and 
business plan of the rehab etc. Interestingly they did not try very hard to talk to any residents.  
Just in case here it is: https://www.camaspostrecord.com/news/2021/feb/18/substance-abuse-
treatment-and-recovery-center-proposed-for-camas/ 
 
Another very interesting and timely article done by NPR sheds some disturbing light on the booming and 
underreglutated rehan industry is worth a quick read or 
listen: https://www.npr.org/2021/02/15/963700736/as-addiction-deaths-surge-profit-driven-rehab-
industry-faces-severe-ethical-cris 
Discovery Recovery lists membership to the National Association of Addiction Providers which the NPR 
article states is one of few regulatory bodies in industry. Interesting note is that though the logo is 
displayed on the Discovery website we found that their membership lapsed last Sept. of 2020 when we 
called the NAATP for verification.  
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Another update, we had a very productive zoom call with Brandon Vick on Friday. He and Larry Hoff are 
for sure supportive and understand concern. We are in communication on this issue now and it sounds 
like they may be able to write a letter with their position to share with Camas.  
 
Lastly, if you have an opening this week or next I am happy to gather a few neighbors to join a zoom call. 
I also put out a request today with the other city council members. Thank you again for your time, help 
and consideration on this matter.  
 
Hannah Rogers 
360-433-5316 
 
 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Date: Thu, Feb 18, 2021 at 5:40 PM 
Subject: RE: Questions regarding Recovery Discovery on 23rd Ave 
To: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com> 
 

Ms. Rogers,  

Thank you for email. It will be added to the record for this case and forwarded to the hearings examiner 
for consideration.  

  

The city follows the legal procedures for noticing that is described at CMC 18.55.150 and 190 
https://library.municode.com/wa/camas/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT18ZO_CH18.55ADPR_
ARTIVPUNOHE. The utilization of Nextdoor and other online websites to communicate to citizens is in 
addition to what the law requires.  
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From: Camas Legals <legals@camaspostrecord.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2021 4:17 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: RE: Publish notice for File No. CUP 21-01 Discover Recovery

Categories: Top Priority

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hello Sarah, 
I’m confirming receipt of NOA & PH File No. CUP21-01. 
It is scheduled to publish March 4th for a final cost of $61.71. 
The ad number is #519620. 
 
Thank you! 
Kylie McLaughlin 
 
Camas-Washougal Post Record 
701 W. 8th St. || PO Box 180 
Vancouver, WA 98660 
PH: 360-735-4588 || FAX: 360-735-4495 
Toll Free: 1-800-743-3391 x4588 
e-mail: legals@camaspostrecord.com 
 

From: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us>  
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2021 11:10 AM 
To: Camas Legals <legals@camaspostrecord.com> 
Subject: Publish notice for File No. CUP 21-01 Discover Recovery 
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the 
sender and know the content is safe. 

 
Good morning,  
Could you publish the attached notice in the Camas Post Record for March 4th and send me the publication number?  
 
Thank you! 
 
____________________________ 
Sarah J. Fox (she, her) 
Senior Planner - AICP 
City of Camas Planning Division  
Mobile 360.513.2729 | Office 360.817.7269  
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From: Robert Maul
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 9:11 AM
To: knightrk@comcast.net
Cc: Phil Bourquin; Jamal Fox; Sarah Fox
Subject: Discovery Recovery 

Good morning, Ron.  
 
My name is Robert Maul and I am the Planning Manager with the City of Camas.  I was forwarded your inquiry 
by administration.    
 
I went out to the site this morning and did see that the sign is missing, either damaged in the storm or 
vandalized.  It will need to be replaced.  The function of that sign is public notification.   
 
The application is still valid and under review by staff.  Procedurally staff will be sending out formal public 
notices for the application and hearing date to neighbors in a 300’ radius as well as posting on the City’s 
website and publication in the Post Record.  If you wish to provide formal comments for the record please 
send an email to Sarah Fox, who is the Senior Planner working on the application.  I have copied her on this 
email for your convenience.  There will be a public hearing for this application, which is run by the Hearing 
Examiner, who renders the decision for the proposal.  Please let us know if you have other questions, or need 
any additional information.  
   
 
Regards,  
 
Robert    

 
 
 

From: Ron and Karen Knight <knightrk@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2021 5:04:17 PM 
To: Greg Anderson 
Subject: Halfway House Application  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 

Hi Greg- I’m hoping that the removal of the sign indicating application for converting the Bed and Breakfast, 
which was converted into an Assisted Living, and now seeks to become a Halfway House means the City of 
Camas has come to their senses and declined to approve an application that would merge individuals with 
various addictions with our neighborhood and nearby elementary school children.   

  

40

If that is not the case, please let me know. I have to say, it’s probably the most ludicrous thing I’ve seen in my 
25 years in Camas.  

Ron   
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From: Ron and Karen Knight <knightrk@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 10:46 AM
To: Robert Maul
Cc: Phil Bourquin; Jamal Fox; Sarah Fox; Greg Anderson
Subject: RE: Discovery Recovery 

Hello Robert- thank you for the prompt reply/follow-up. I appreciate the information on the process. While I am beyond 
the 300’ radius (maybe within 500’) I will share this information with some of our friends and neighbors that are clearly 
within that area. If one of you could share the due date for comments for the record, I would appreciate that.  
 
I am dubious that the city of Camas has the human resources and/or the legal basis to assure the applicants maintain 
the scope and standards put forth in their application.  
 
Thank you- 
 
Ron Knight 
 
 

From: Robert Maul  
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 9:11 AM 
To: knightrk@comcast.net 
Cc: Phil Bourquin <PBourquin@cityofcamas.us>; Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us>; Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Discovery Recovery  
 
Good morning, Ron.  
 
My name is Robert Maul and I am the Planning Manager with the City of Camas.  I was forwarded your inquiry 
by administration.    
 
I went out to the site this morning and did see that the sign is missing, either damaged in the storm or 
vandalized.  It will need to be replaced.  The function of that sign is public notification.   
 
The application is still valid and under review by staff.  Procedurally staff will be sending out formal public 
notices for the application and hearing date to neighbors in a 300’ radius as well as posting on the City’s 
website and publication in the Post Record.  If you wish to provide formal comments for the record please 
send an email to Sarah Fox, who is the Senior Planner working on the application.  I have copied her on this 
email for your convenience.  There will be a public hearing for this application, which is run by the Hearing 
Examiner, who renders the decision for the proposal.  Please let us know if you have other questions, or need 
any additional information.  
   
 
Regards,  
 
Robert    
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Sarah Fox

From: Steve Hogan
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 11:10 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Jamal Fox; tweetfamily@comcast.net
Subject: Fw: Oppose drug rehab next to Dorothy Fox school,  park, and church that serve youth. 

Neighborhood preservation ordinance

Sarah, 
 
Attached is a letter I received regarding the land use issue for Discover Recovery that should be entered into 
the public records. 
 
Steve Hogan 
 

From: MARGARET TWEET <tweetfamily@comcast.net> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 1:06 PM 
To: City Council Members (GRP); Barry McDonnell 
Subject: Oppose drug rehab next to Dorothy Fox school, park, and church that serve youth. Neighborhood preservation 
ordinance  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
I am writing in opposition to establishing a drug rehab facility next to the Dorothy Fox elementary 
School, the adjacent park, and the adjacent church, all of which serve youth in the city of Camas. 
Businesses with a deteriorating influence or a negative impact can be regulated in terms of time, 
place, and manner of operation. Protecting youth is vital, and these long established child focused 
activity centers must be protected form needles in the park and school ground, theft from neighbors to 
feed addictions, and assaults such as have happened to children where such facilities have located. 
The adjacent park and school playground has long been used for youth sports practices after school 
and on weekends and in the summer. The playground has been open to the neighborhood on the 
weekends and during summer, serving as a park after hours. After school care has also been offered 
at D. Fox school. the church as hosted summer kids programs and preschool programs, and may do 
so in future.  Thank you for your consideration of preserving this child centered activity area that 
serves many neighborhoods in Camas.   Margaret Tweet  
   

 8.06.010 - General provisions. This chapter shall be known as the "neighborhood preservation 
ordinance" of the city, may be cited as such, and will be referred to hereinafter as "this 
chapter."  (Ord. 2193 § 1 (part), 1999)  

   

 8.06.020 - Purpose and scope.  
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A.The purpose of this chapter is to promote the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of 
Camas, Washington, and to protect neighborhoods against hazards, blighting, and 
deteriorating influences or conditions that have a negative impact on families; encourage social 
disorder and crime; and decrease area property values, by establishing minimum standards for 
the maintenance of all residential and nonresidential buildings and structures, and vacant and 
improved land.  

   

B.This chapter shall apply to all buildings, structures and lands within the city regardless of the 
use, the date of construction, improvement or alteration.  
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From: Steve Hogan
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 11:14 AM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Jamal Fox; emailjandh@gmail.com
Subject: Fw: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents

Sarah, 
 
Below is an email I believe should be entered into the public record for the land use issue going to the 
Hearings Examiner for the Discover Recovery application. 
 
Steve Hogan 
 

From: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 12:10 PM 
To: Steve Hogan 
Subject: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 

Greetings Councilor Hogan, 
 
Hello, my name is Hannah Rogers and I am a Camas resident. I moved my family here from 
Vancouver 3 years ago as we were drawn to the safe, walkable neighborhoods especially as I have 
three young children. I am writing to you because we live on Utah Ct. only a few hundred feet from 
the Fairgate Estate that is the site of the proposed drug rehab facility. You can imagine this has 
caught our attention and many others in the prune hill neighborhood area as it borders Dorothy Fox 
Elementary and Dorothy Fox Park. My husband and I have done a lot of thinking and research on this 
as we live so close and we have been connecting with many other neighbors who have valid 
concerns as well. An online petition to oppose the project has been started and I believe it has 
reached close to 600signtaures in short time. The Camas Post Record article from last 
Friday https://www.camaspostrecord.com/news/2021/feb/18/substance-abuse-treatment-and-
recovery-center-proposed-for-camas/  introduced greater Camas to the new owners and 
their business plan for our community, but I would love to know if you have time to do a zoom 
meeting with area residents to hear our specific thoughts and concerns. I have been in contact with 
Shannon Roberts and she has agreed to set up a zoom with us as well. I am grateful for technology 
making these meetings easier for folks like me to connect with our elected officials! I can pull in 2-3 
neighbors to join a zoom call. Let me know and I am happy to coordinate. The application has been 
deemed technically complete so we are expecting a public hearing date to be set in the next few 
weeks. 
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I also wanted to share this recent and poignant NPR article from the 15th that talks about the 
booming but also unregulated drug rehab industry. https://www.npr.org/2021/02/15/963700736/as-
addiction-deaths-surge-profit-driven-rehab-industry-faces-severe-ethical-cris 

 

As Addiction Deaths Surge, Profit-Driven 
Rehab Industry Faces 'Severe Ethical 
Crisis' : NPR 

www.npr.org 

Many drug rehab programs use aggressive sales techniques, 
price-gouge patients and provide substandard care. The 
system often pushes people struggling with addiction into 
debt, but not recovery. 

 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Respectfully, 
Hannah Rogers 
360-433-5316 
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Sarah Fox

From: Greg Anderson
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 12:00 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Jamal Fox
Subject: Fw: Drug Rehab Facility placement

For the record. 
 

From: Bob Pallari <bpallari@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 4:08 PM 
To: Ellen Burton 
Cc: Greg Anderson 
Subject: Drug Rehab Facility placement  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
 
Dear Ms. Burton and Mr. Anderson: 
Please exercise your leadership and authority to deny the request by Discover Recovery to locate their 
business on Prune Hill next to Dorothy Fox park and school. I worked over 40 years in public health clinics and 
hospitals in the Portland metro area. My experience with  detox/rehab facilities is that no matter how hard 
the management and staff try, many residents  fail to achieve sobriety. This is not my major concern. With the 
failure rate so high, I have seen the areas around these facilities become populated by ex-residents and other 
addicted people which in turn resulted in attracting drug dealers to these new clients. 
I see no reason to prolong the decision, create public hearings and bring a divisive issue to our neighborhood 
when we are all struggling with so many stressful issues. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Robert and Kathleen Pallari 
2730 NW 28th Circle 
Camas, WA. 
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Sarah Fox

From: Bonnie Carter
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 12:18 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Cc: Steve Hogan
Subject: Fw: Help

Hi Sarah, 
 
I will only forward the emails that I have received that were not addressed to all council.  I will include any 
other council members on the email so we hopefully, don't overload you. 
 
Bonnie Carter 
Camas City Council 
 

From: Cheryl Payton <cheryl.payton@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2021 2:32 PM 
To: Bonnie Carter; Steve Hogan 
Subject: Help  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hello,   
 
I’m writing in regard to my concern about the requested business license for Discover Recovery 
Rehabilitation, 2213 NW 23rd Avenue. As I hope you’ve been made aware, this drug and alcohol detox center 
is planned to be right next to Dorothy Fox Elementary school. I’ve been told that there will be a hearing and 
the city’s job is to make sure everything is legal.  
 
Some of my concerns include: 
-proximity of playground and park to the facility  
-patients leaving the program before finishing and walking right into the streets where are children walk to 
and from school 
-patients’ hallucinating/having psychotic episodes all while being in close proximity to our children  
-patients outside smoking  
-patient visitors (which the cofounders state is “not allowed”, but I would expect visitors still come at admit to 
drop off their loved one, pickup at discharge and/or come without permission) being in close proximity to our 
children  
-increase in traffic 
-negative impact on property value  
 
Questions: 
- Our school playground backs up to this property. Will residents be allowed to spend time outside during their 
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stay and be in close proximity to our children while being potentially mentally unstable?  
- Will residents be allowed to smoke outside? 
-I’m concerned about increase in traffic and adequate parking, placing pedistrians at higher risk. Will visitors, 
staff and residents have adequate parking to avoid increasing congestion or overflowing to our streets and 
park?  
- What is the fall out rate and what is the procedure for a resident exiting the facility if they haven’t 
successfully completed the program?  
-How will residents arrive and depart the facility? Will they have friends/visitors deliver at admit and pick up at 
discharge? How will unexpected/non-permitted visitors be addressed?  
-how often do people coming off of drugs/alcohol have psychotic episodes or hallucinations? 
-how will you ensure that sex offenders will not be allowed into the facility? 
-explain a situation when a sex offender would be required by law to be admitted to this facility? 
-what is the maximum number of residents you expect in a years time? 
-how will the camas PD handle calls for loitering in Dorothy Fox Park? 
-historically, how do rehab facilities like these affect the property values?  
 
If this business license is granted, I’d like to know what the city can do from a planning and development 
perspective to prevent businesses like this going into our neighborhoods in the future. The easy access that 
these ill and potentially dangerous individuals will have to hundreds of vulnerable and innocent children is 
terrifying. While I am very much a proponent for rehab facilities like these, I do not think it is safe to have right 
next door to our elementary school.  
 
Please help! 
 
Sincerely,  
Cheryl Payton 
Mother of 2 elementary age children  
3161 NW Quartz Place  
Camas WA 98607 
503-522-6169 
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Sarah Fox

From: Ellen Burton
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 8:29 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Fwd: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents

Categories: Follow-up

Hi Sarah, 
Per Jamal’s request here is an email about the rehab conditional use permit. Will the city notify them of the hearing?  
Ellen 

Ellen L. Burton 
Camas City Council Member l Ward 3 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Ellen Burton <EBurton@cityofcamas.us> 
Date: February 22, 2021 at 4:55:00 PM PST 
To: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com> 
Cc: Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us>, Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents 

  Hi  Hannah, 

 

Thank you for sharing your concerns about the proposed drug rehab center at the Fairgate Inn 
Assisted Living property and the NPR article. That was a sobering article. As a Dorothy Fox 
parent alum, I 've personally experience the strong and caring school community we've built 
over the years. 

 

This is one of those processes that neither the Camas City Council nor Planning Commission are 
involved. Instead, per state and local laws, a hearings examiner will hold a public hearing to 
determine the outcome of the conditional use permit as filed by the owners. That's your 
opportunity to bring up your well-researched and thoughtful concerns. As of now, the hearing 
isn't scheduled. When it is, there will be a 15 day advance notice. Please check the Camas 
Washougal Post-Record https://www.camaspostrecord.com/, city website 
https://www.cityofcamas.us/ or the sign in front of the property for the date. 

 

I would enjoy meeting with you and/or a group of parents to learn about other ideas, questions 
or concerns you might have about the city. However, since I'm not able to influence this 

process, I respectfully decline the offer to discuss the proposed change to the Fairgate Inn 
property. 

Thank you for caring about our community. 

Thanks,  
Ellen 
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From: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 9:20 AM 
To: Ellen Burton 
Subject: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the 
Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD review. 

 
Greetings Councilor Burton, 
 
Hello, my name is Hannah Rogers and I am a Camas resident. I moved my family here from 
Vancouver 3 years ago as we were drawn to the safe, walkable neighborhoods especially as I 
have three young children. I am writing to you because we live on Utah Ct. only a few hundred 
feet from the Fairgate Estate that is site of the proposed drug rehab facility. You can imagine 
this has caught our attention and many others in the prune hill neighborhood area as it 
boarders Dorothy Fox Elementary and Dorothy Fox Park. My husband and I have done a lot of 
thinking and research on this as we live so close and we have been connecting with many other 
neighbors who have valid concerns as well. An online petition to oppose the project has been 
started and I believe it has reached close to 600signtaures in short time. The Camas Post Record 
article from last Friday https://www.camaspostrecord.com/news/2021/feb/18/substance-
abuse-treatment-and-recovery-center-proposed-for-camas/  introduced greater Camas to the 
new owners and their business plan for our community, but I would love to know if you have 
time to do a zoom meeting with area residents to hear our specific thoughts and concerns. I 
have been in contact with Shannon Roberts and she has agreed to set up a zoom with us as 
well. I am grateful for technology making these meetings easier for folks like me to connect 
with our elected officials! I can pull in 2-3 neighbors to join a zoom call. Let me know and I am 
happy to coordinate. The application has been deemed technically complete so we are 
expecting a public hearing date to be set in the next few weeks. 
 
I also wanted to share this recent and poignant NPR article from the 15th that talks about the 
booming but also unregulated drug rehab 
industry. https://www.npr.org/2021/02/15/963700736/as-addiction-deaths-surge-profit-
driven-rehab-industry-faces-severe-ethical-cris 

 

 
 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Respectfully, 
Hannah Rogers 
360-433-5316 
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Sarah Fox

From: Ellen Burton
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 8:33 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Fwd: Drug Rehab Facility placement

Categories: Follow-up

Hi Sarah, 
More emails about drug rehab. This was Greg’s response to the Pallari family. I’m looking for mine. 
Ellen 
 
On Feb 15, 2021, at 8:45 AM, Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us> wrote: 
 

 

  

Good morning,  

Thank you for your email with your concerns. 

I'm including an informational piece from city staff from a few days ago 
(copy/paste) to help clarify where this application for consideration is: 

 

<pastedImage.png> 
 

 

And to continue, 

The established process, based on state and city/local laws, does not allow the 
council to directly weigh in on these property-specific matters once an 
application has been filed. 

 

Stay safe, 

 

Thank you, 
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Greg Anderson 

Councilmember 

 

 

 
From: Bob Pallari <bpallari@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, February 14, 2021 4:08:59 PM 
To: Ellen Burton 
Cc: Greg Anderson 
Subject: Drug Rehab Facility placement  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT 
CLICK on links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the 
content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD review. 

 
 
Dear Ms. Burton and Mr. Anderson: 
Please exercise your leadership and authority to deny the request by Discover 
Recovery to locate their business on Prune Hill next to Dorothy Fox park and 
school. I worked over 40 years in public health clinics and hospitals in the 
Portland metro area. My experience with  detox/rehab facilities is that no matter 
how hard the management and staff try, many residents  fail to achieve sobriety. 
This is not my major concern. With the failure rate so high, I have seen the areas 
around these facilities become populated by ex-residents and other addicted 
people which in turn resulted in attracting drug dealers to these new clients. 
I see no reason to prolong the decision, create public hearings and bring a 
divisive issue to our neighborhood when we are all struggling with so many 
stressful issues. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Robert and Kathleen Pallari 
2730 NW 28th Circle 
Camas, WA. 
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From: Ellen Burton
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 8:34 PM
To: Sarah Fox
Subject: Fwd: Oppose drug rehab next to Dorothy Fox school,  park, and church that serve 

youth. Neighborhood preservation ordinance

Categories: Follow-up

Message 3 

Ellen L. Burton 
Camas City Council Member l Ward 3 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Ellen Burton <EBurton@cityofcamas.us> 
Date: February 22, 2021 at 4:26:50 PM PST 
To: MARGARET TWEET <tweetfamily@comcast.net> 
Cc: Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us>, Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Oppose drug rehab next to Dorothy Fox school,  park, and church that serve youth. 
Neighborhood preservation ordinance 

  

Hi Margaret, 

Thank you for sharing your observations and research about the proposed drug rehab center at 
the Fairgate Inn Assisted Living property. As a Dorothy Fox parent alum, I understand your 
points about the proximity to our kids and youth.  

 

This is one of those processes that neither the Camas City Council or Planning Commission are 
involved. A hearings examiner will hold a public hearing to determine the outcome of the 
conditional use permit as filed by the owners. That's your opportunity to bring up your well-
researched and thoughtful concerns. As of now, the hearing isn't scheduled. When it is, there 
will be a 15 day advance notice. Please check the Post-Record, city website or sign in front of 
the property for the date. 

 

Thank you again for caring about our community. 

 

Best regards, 
Ellen 
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From: MARGARET TWEET <tweetfamily@comcast.net> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 1:06 PM 
To: City Council Members (GRP); Barry McDonnell 
Subject: Oppose drug rehab next to Dorothy Fox school, park, and church that serve youth. 
Neighborhood preservation ordinance  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or 
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the 
Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD review. 

 
I am writing in opposition to establishing a drug rehab facility next to the Dorothy Fox 
elementary School, the adjacent park, and the adjacent church, all of which serve youth 
in the city of Camas. Businesses with a deteriorating influence or a negative impact can 
be regulated in terms of time, place, and manner of operation. Protecting youth is vital, 
and these long established child focused activity centers must be protected form 
needles in the park and school ground, theft from neighbors to feed addictions, and 
assaults such as have happened to children where such facilities have located. The 
adjacent park and school playground has long been used for youth sports practices 
after school and on weekends and in the summer. The playground has been open to 
the neighborhood on the weekends and during summer, serving as a park after hours. 
After school care has also been offered at D. Fox school. the church as hosted summer 
kids programs and preschool programs, and may do so in future.  Thank you for your 
consideration of preserving this child centered activity area that serves many 
neighborhoods in Camas.   Margaret Tweet  
   

 8.06.010 - General provisions. This chapter shall be known as the "neighborhood 
preservation ordinance" of the city, may be cited as such, and will be referred to 
hereinafter as "this chapter."  (Ord. 2193 § 1 (part), 1999)  

   

 8.06.020 - Purpose and scope.  

   

A.The purpose of this chapter is to promote the health, safety and welfare of the 
citizens of Camas, Washington, and to protect neighborhoods against hazards, 
blighting, and deteriorating influences or conditions that have a negative impact 
on families; encourage social disorder and crime; and decrease area property 
values, by establishing minimum standards for the maintenance of all residential 
and nonresidential buildings and structures, and vacant and improved land.  

   

B.This chapter shall apply to all buildings, structures and lands within the city 
regardless of the use, the date of construction, improvement or alteration.  
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Sarah Fox

From: Ellen Burton
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 8:49 PM
To: Ian Stirling
Subject: Re: Drug Rehab Center Next to Elementary School

Categories: Follow-up

Hi Mr. Stirling,  
Thank you for your email voicing your concerns about the proposed drug rehabilitation center at the Fairgate 
Inn Assisted Living property next to Dorothy Fox School and Park.  As a Fox parent alum, I’ve experienced the 
strong community built over decades.  
 
Due to state and local laws, this is one of those processes where neither the Camas City Council nor the 
Planning Commission are involved. A hearings examiner will hold a public hearing on March 24 to determine 
the outcome of the conditional use permit as filed by the owners. That's your opportunity to bring up your 
concerns.  
 
Announcement: 
A virtual public hearing has been scheduled regarding Discover Recovery and their application for a conditional 
use permit for property on NW 23rd Ave. The hearing will be held before the city’s hearings examiner, March 
24, at 5:00 p.m. For more 
information: https://www.cityofcamas.us/images/DOCS/PUBLIC/publicnotices/2021notices/CUP21-
01%20Notice%20of%20App%20and%20Hearing.pdf 
 

Thank you for caring about our community.  
 

Ellen 
Ellen L. Burton 

Camas City Council Member l Ward 3 
 
 

On Feb 12, 2021, at 12:11 PM, Ian Stirling <ianraystirling@gmail.com> wrote: 

Refer to Exhibit #34 for full text.
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From: Ellen Burton
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2021 8:58 PM
To: James & Hannah
Cc: Sarah Fox
Subject: Re: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents

Categories: Follow-up

Hi Hannah,  
 
I hope you and your family are doing well. The public hearing to review the conditional use permit for the proposed drug 
rehab by Dorothy Fox school and park is 5 pm March 24, 2021.  

 
Public Hearing Scheduled for March 24  
A virtual public hearing has been scheduled regarding Discover Recovery and their application for a conditional use 
permit for property on NW 23rd Ave. The hearing will be held before the city’s hearings examiner, March 24, at 5:00 
p.m. For more information: https://www.cityofcamas.us/images/DOCS/PUBLIC/publicnotices/2021notices/CUP21-
01%20Notice%20of%20App%20and%20Hearing.pdf 

 
Thanks, 
Ellen 
Ellen L. Burton 
Camas City Council Member l Ward 3 
 
 

On Feb 22, 2021, at 4:55 PM, Ellen Burton <EBurton@cityofcamas.us> wrote: 

  
Hi  Hannah, 

 

Thank you for sharing your concerns about the proposed drug rehab center at the Fairgate Inn 
Assisted Living property and the NPR article. That was a sobering article. As a Dorothy Fox 
parent alum, I 've personally experience the strong and caring school community we've built 
over the years. 

 This is one of those processes that neither the Camas City Council nor Planning Commission are 
involved. Instead, per state and local laws, a hearings examiner will hold a public hearing to 
determine the outcome of the conditional use permit as filed by the owners. That's your 
opportunity to bring up your well-researched and thoughtful concerns. As of now, the hearing 
isn't scheduled. When it is, there will be a 15 day advance notice. Please check the Camas 
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Washougal Post-Record https://www.camaspostrecord.com/, city website 
https://www.cityofcamas.us/ or the sign in front of the property for the date. 
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I would enjoy meeting with you and/or a group of parents to learn about other ideas, questions 
or concerns you might have about the city. However, since I'm not able to influence this 
process, I respectfully decline the offer to discuss the proposed change to the Fairgate Inn 
property. 

 

Thank you for caring about our community. 

 

Thanks, 

Ellen 
 

 
From: James & Hannah <emailjandh@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 22, 2021 9:20 AM 
To: Ellen Burton 
Subject: Meeting request from Dorothy Fox area residents  

For copy of email refer to Exhibits 43 or 46 as same email was sent to all councilors.
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February 11, 2021 
 
RE:  Change of Use (2213 NW 23rd Avenue) - Information about Discover Recovery Facility 

 

Dear Neighbor, 

Our company, Discover Recovery, is proposing a convalescent home use at 2213 NW 23rd 
Avenue in Camas.  We understand that there have been questions and comments about our 
conditional use application. We write this letter to provide you important information about our 
proposed project in your area. 

Discover Recovery is proposing a maximum 15-bed convalescent home through a conditional 
use.  The proposed use will provide 24-hour care and treatment for individuals seeking to 
recover from substance use disorders from drugs, alcohol, and other substances.  The care and 
treatment services do not include any surgical, obstetrical, or acute illness services.  Instead, the 
facility will provide living accommodations along with a safe and holistic setting staffed with 
medical and clinical professionals to help those who are suffering from substance use disorders. 
This use will replace the current 15-bed assisted living use that was permitted at the property. 

The purpose of Discover Recovery is to meet the growing needs for individuals struggling from 
substance use disorders.  The facility helps to solve the growing need for access to quality 
substance use treatment by serving individuals who otherwise would seek help outside the 
state due to the lack of local resources.  Discover Recovery will provide care and treatment 
services with residence periods between 30 to 90 days.  Our goal is to simply treat a patient so 
that a patient is well enough to return home.  Although our programs are comprised of proven 
clinical therapies and treatments, Discover Recovery also prides itself on a holistic approach in 
treating recovery.  Discover Recovery focuses on providing a therapeutically planned living and 
rehabilitative intervention environment for the treatment of individuals.  By providing quality 
full-time care and treatment, the proposed use will provide support to effectively address the 
needs for individuals struggling with substance use disorders. 
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Because of several features of the Discover Recovery program and management of the facility, 
this use will not cause any harm or safety concerns to the nearby area, including the Dorothy 
Fox Elementary School and the Dorothy Fox Park.  Discover Recovery has taken measures to 
address potential concerns and to minimize possible negative impacts on neighbors. Some 
examples of these measures include: 

• Residents are prohibited from leaving the property per program guidelines unless there 
is a scheduled outing.  Residents are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site 
outings.  Transportation to and from the facility and to and from off-site activities will be 
monitored and group outings will be limited. 

• Residents at the facility are not allowed to use, park, or otherwise operate vehicles 
(whether their personal property or Discover Recovery’s vehicles) at the property during 
their occupancy.  

• Visitation by family and friends of the residents is not allowed at the facility at any time.  

• We will have cameras installed throughout the center.  Those camera feeds are 
monitored 24 hours a day. 

• The facility will be staffed by medical professionals, clinical professionals, and other 
professional staff throughout its operations.  Additionally, at least two staff members 
will be on-site 24 hours a day including a nurse, and 30-minute checks are performed 
with all patients on a 24-hour basis as well. 

• Periodic supervised off-site resident group outings are anticipated on Saturdays or 
Sundays between 10:00 AM and 4:00 PM (after resolution of the current COVID-19 
pandemic and a return to more typical conditions). The group outings will be organized 
and administered by the facility and would involve the use of a company vehicle 
(passenger van) that is stored on-site to transport the residents to and from the outing.  

• The ingress and egress to the Discover Recovery site is off of NW 23rd Avenue at the 
south of the property while the school is accessed off of NW Sierra Street at the east.  
Programming for the Discover Recovery operations does not include any activities at the 
adjacent park or school property. 

By implementing these measures as part of its daily operations, Discover Recovery will provide 
effective care and treatment for its residents while operating in a safe and secure manner. 

Moving forward, as a surrounding neighbor, you will receive a letter from the City when the 
application is deemed “technically complete”.  We are told this application review process 
usually takes about 2 to 3 weeks.  One element of achieving a “technically complete” 
application is installing a sign on the property that informs neighbors about the application.  
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That sign was posted at the site on February 4, 2021.  A public hearing on the application will 
eventually be held.  When the hearing is scheduled, the sign will be updated with the date of 
the hearing, a notice of the hearing will be published in the newspaper and on the city’s 
website, and letters will be sent to the neighboring properties. You are welcome to view the 
status of the review and download application materials at the link in the footnote below.1 

We wish we could host live, community information sessions with all interested persons to 
answer questions and address any concerns.  Unfortunately, due to the ongoing pandemic, we 
recognize the difficulty of convening community meetings.  With that in mind, we created an 
online page to address frequently asked questions about the project.  To learn more about 
frequently asked questions and to provide your feedback to the applicant online, we strongly 
encourage you to visit: https://www.discoverrecovery-camas.com/. 

We want you to know that we will be available and will work with neighbors to ensure everyone 
feels safe and heard.  We look forward to sharing more information with you about our 
company, our proposal, and our values as the permit review process moves forward.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach us at thomas@discoverrecovery.com. And, 
for questions regarding the City of Camas’s review process, please email Sarah Fox at 
SFox@cityofcamas.us.  

 

Kind Regards, 

 

Thomas Feldman and Christopher Paulson 

Co-Founders of Discover Recovery 

1 https://app.smartsheet.com/b/publish?EQBCT=c1d94372b4484b6da50f9da1ada3aa89 
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February 12, 2021 

 

Harvest Community Church 
2436 NW Astor Street 
Camas, WA 98607 
office@harvestcc.info  

 

 
RE: Change of Use (2213 NW 23rd Avenue) - Information about Discover Recovery Facility 

Dear Harvest Community Church, 

Our company, Discover Recovery, is proposing a convalescent home use at 2213 NW 23rd 
Avenue in Camas - just to the southeast of your church.  We write this letter to provide you 
important information about our proposed project in your area.  We would very much like to 
get your feedback, understand any concerns, and answer any questions you may have. 

Discover Recovery is proposing a maximum 15-bed convalescent home use through a 
conditional use permit.  The proposed use will provide 24-hour care and treatment for 
individuals seeking to recover from substance use disorders from drugs, alcohol, and other 
substances.  The care and treatment services do not include any surgical, obstetrical, or acute 
illness services.  Instead, the facility will provide living accommodations along with a safe and 
holistic setting staffed with medical and clinical professionals to help those who are suffering 
from substance use disorders.  This use will replace the current 15-bed assisted living use that 
was permitted at the property. 

The purpose of Discover Recovery is to meet the growing needs for individuals struggling from 
substance use disorders.  The facility helps to solve the growing need for access to quality 
substance use treatment by serving individuals who otherwise would seek help outside the 
state due to the lack of local resources.  Discover Recovery will provide care and treatment 
services with residence periods between 30 to 90 days.  Our goal is to simply treat a patient so 

52
File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 69 

mailto:office@harvestcc.info


that a patient is well enough to return home.  Although our programs are comprised of proven 
clinical therapies and treatments, Discover Recovery also prides itself on a holistic approach in 
treating recovery. Discover Recovery focuses on providing a therapeutically planned living and 
rehabilitative intervention environment for the treatment of individuals.  By providing quality 
full-time care and treatment, the proposed use will provide support to effectively address the 
needs for individuals struggling with substance use disorders. 

Because of several features of the Discover Recovery program and management of the facility, 
this use will not cause any harm or safety concerns to the nearby area, including the Dorothy 
Fox Park, Dorothy Fox Elementary School, and Harvest Community Church.  Discover Recovery 
has taken measures to address potential concerns and to minimize possible negative impacts on 
neighbors. Some examples of these measures include: 

• Residents are prohibited from leaving the property per program guidelines unless there 
is a scheduled outing. Residents are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site 
outings. Transportation to and from the facility and to and from off-site activities will be 
monitored and group outings will be limited. 

• Residents at the facility are not allowed to use, park, or otherwise operate vehicles 
(whether their personal property or Discover Recovery’s vehicles) at the property.  

• Visitation by family and friends of the residents is not allowed at the facility at any time.  

• We will have cameras installed throughout the center.  Those camera feeds are 
monitored 24 hours a day. 

• The facility will be staffed by medical professionals, clinical professionals, and other 
professional staff throughout its operations.  Additionally, at least two staff members 
will be on-site 24 hours a day including a nurse, and 30-minute checks are performed 
with all patients on a 24-hour basis as well. 

• Periodic supervised off-site resident group outings are anticipated to occur only 2-3 
times per month on Saturdays or Sundays between 10:00 AM and 4:00 PM (after 
resolution of the current COVID-19 pandemic and a return to more typical conditions). 
The group outings will be organized and administered by the facility and would involve 
the use of a company vehicle (passenger van) that is stored on-site to transport the 
residents to and from the outing.  

• The ingress and egress to the Discover Recovery site is off of NW 23rd Avenue at the 
south of the property while the school is accessed off of NW Sierra Street at the east. 
Programming for the Discover Recovery operations does not include any activities at the 
adjacent park or school property. 

52File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 70 



By implementing these measures as part of its daily operations, Discover Recovery will provide 
effective care and treatment for its residents while operating in a safe and secure manner. 

Moving forward, as a surrounding neighbor, you will receive a letter from the City when the 
application is deemed “technically complete”.  We are told this application review process 
usually takes about 2 to 3 weeks.  One element of achieving a “technically complete” 
application is installing a sign on the property that informs neighbors about the application.  
That sign was posted at the site on February 4, 2021.  After the application is deemed complete, 
a public hearing will be scheduled.  You can view the status of the review and download 
application materials at this link.   

We wish we could host live, community information sessions with all interested persons to 
answer questions and address any concerns.  Unfortunately, due to the ongoing pandemic, we 
recognize the difficulty of convening community meetings.  With that in mind, we created an 
online page to address frequently asked questions about the project.  To learn more about 
frequently asked questions and to provide your feedback to the applicant online, we strongly 
encourage you to visit: https://www.discoverrecovery-camas.com/.  

We want you to know that we will be available and will work with neighbors to ensure everyone 
feels safe and heard.  We look forward to sharing more information with you about our 
company, our proposal, and our values as the permit review process moves forward.  If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to reach us at Thomas@telloshealth.com.  And, for 
questions regarding the City of Camas’s review process, please email Sarah Fox at 
SFox@cityofcamas.us.  

 

 

Kind Regards, 
 

Thomas Feldman and Christopher Paulson 
Co-Founders of Discover Recovery 
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February 12, 2021 

 

The Hon. Barry McDonnell 
Mayor 
City of Camas 
616 NE 4th Ave. 
Camas, WA 98607 
bmcdonnell@cityofcamas.us  

Trang Lam 
Director, Parks and Recreation Dept. 
City of Camas 
616 NE 4th Avenue 
Camas, WA 98607 
tlam@cityofcamas.us 

 
RE: Information About Proposed Discover Recovery Facility 

Dear Mayor McDonnell and Director Lam, 

We are reaching out as the new owners of a property nearby Dorothy Fox Park.  Our company, 
Discover Recovery, is proposing a convalescent home use at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue in Camas.  
We write this letter to provide you important information about our proposed project and to 
seek an opportunity to discuss it with you soon.  We are sending a similar letter to the principal 
and PTA leadership at the nearby elementary school.  We would very much like to get your 
feedback, understand any concerns, and answer any questions you may have. 

Discover Recovery is proposing a maximum 15-bed convalescent home use through a 
conditional use permit.  The proposed use will provide 24-hour care and treatment for 
individuals seeking to recover from substance use disorders from drugs, alcohol, and other 
substances.  The care and treatment services do not include any surgical, obstetrical, or acute 
illness services.  Instead, the facility will provide living accommodations along with a safe and 
holistic setting staffed with medical and clinical professionals to help those who are suffering 
from substance use disorders.  This use will replace the current 15-bed assisted living use that 
was permitted at the property. 
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The purpose of Discover Recovery is to meet the growing needs for individuals struggling from 
substance use disorders.  The facility helps to solve the growing need for access to quality 
substance use treatment by serving individuals who otherwise would seek help outside the 
state due to the lack of local resources.  Discover Recovery will provide care and treatment 
services with residence periods between 30 to 90 days.  Our goal is to simply treat a patient so 
that a patient is well enough to return home.  Although our programs are comprised of proven 
clinical therapies and treatments, Discover Recovery also prides itself on a holistic approach in 
treating recovery. Discover Recovery focuses on providing a therapeutically planned living and 
rehabilitative intervention environment for the treatment of individuals.  By providing quality 
full-time care and treatment, the proposed use will provide support to effectively address the 
needs for individuals struggling with substance use disorders. 

Because of several features of the Discover Recovery program and management of the facility, 
this use will not cause any harm or safety concerns to the nearby area, including the Dorothy 
Fox Park and Dorothy Fox Elementary School.  Discover Recovery has taken measures to 
address potential concerns and to minimize possible negative impacts on neighbors. Some 
examples of these measures include: 

• Residents are prohibited from leaving the property per program guidelines unless there 
is a scheduled outing. Residents are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site 
outings. Transportation to and from the facility and to and from off-site activities will be 
monitored and group outings will be limited. 

• Residents at the facility are not allowed to use, park, or otherwise operate vehicles 
(whether their personal property or Discover Recovery’s vehicles) at the property.  

• Visitation by family and friends of the residents is not allowed at the facility at any time.  

• We will have cameras installed throughout the center.  Those camera feeds are 
monitored 24 hours a day. 

• The facility will be staffed by medical professionals, clinical professionals, and other 
professional staff throughout its operations.  Additionally, at least two staff members 
will be on-site 24 hours a day including a nurse, and 30-minute checks are performed 
with all patients on a 24-hour basis as well. 

• Periodic supervised off-site resident group outings are anticipated to occur only 2-3 
times per month on Saturdays or Sundays between 10:00 AM and 4:00 PM (after 
resolution of the current COVID-19 pandemic and a return to more typical conditions). 
The group outings will be organized and administered by the facility and would involve 
the use of a company vehicle (passenger van) that is stored on-site to transport the 
residents to and from the outing.  
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• The ingress and egress to the Discover Recovery site is off of NW 23rd Avenue at the 
south of the property while the school is accessed off of NW Sierra Street at the east. 
Programming for the Discover Recovery operations does not include any activities at the 
adjacent park or school property. 

By implementing these measures as part of its daily operations, Discover Recovery will provide 
effective care and treatment for its residents while operating in a safe and secure manner. 

The city’s Community Development Department is reviewing Discover Recovery’s conditional 
use permit application.  You can view the status of the review and download application 
materials at this link.  As you likely know, after the application is deemed complete, a public 
hearing will be scheduled before the City of Camas Hearing Examiner. 

We have created a website to address frequently asked questions about the project.  The 
website address is:  https://www.discoverrecovery-camas.com/.  Feel free to pass that 
information on to others in your community as well. 

We understand that you may have some other questions, comments, or concerns.  We would 
very much like to talk with you about our company, our proposal, and our values.  We want you 
to know that we will be available and will work with neighbors to ensure everyone feels safe 
and heard.  We pride ourselves in developing a strong relationship within the local community 
we serve.  We hope and expect to be a positive member of the community in Camas, too.  
Please let us know if there is a time soon when we can talk by phone or over a video 
conference.  You can reach Tom by email at Thomas@telloshealth.com or by phone at 202-379-
8359.  

 

Kind Regards, 
 

Thomas Feldman and Christopher Paulson 
Co-Founders of Discover Recovery 

 
cc: Councilmember Greg Anderson, Ward #3 
 Councilmember Ellen Burton, Ward #3 
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From: Mike Scheel <mjscheel67@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, February 26, 2021 4:04 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Discovery Recovery

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Sarah  
 
Hi my name is Mike Scheel.  I am a resident of Camas.  I am  a homeowner in Columbia Summit.  I am a member of the 
Columbia Summit homeowners association board.  I am not writing to you as a board member but as a concerned 
citizen.  Our board will address Discovery Recovery as a group very soon.   
 
Discovery Recovery is proposing to open up its doors right next to a park and school.  In what universe is this ok?   
 
I have had the unfortunate life experience of having family members who have had a dependency problem with both 
drugs and alcohol.  There was never a time when it was appropriate to have these addicts around or adjacent to any 
child.   
 
This letter will serve as my testament to how wrong this proposal is. 
 
Concerned citizen 
 
Michael James Scheel 
434-382-7930 
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From: Sarah Fox

Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 8:49 AM

To: 'randisueford'

Subject: RE: meeting info please

Ms. Ford,  
There will be a link for the Hearings Examiner meeting and instructions at the city’s “Meetings and Agendas” page. It 
has not been posted there yet. Check there a week prior to the meeting for the instructions to join and all of the 
materials.  
 
Address for meetings page: https://www.cityofcamas.us/yourgovernment/minuteagendavideo 
 
 

From: randisueford <randisueford@comcast.net>  
Sent: Sunday, February 28, 2021 1:19 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: meeting info please 
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Good afternoon.... 
Can you please send me the link to attend the virtual public hearing in regards to the proposed detox treatment 
center in Camas on March 24th. I have looked at many links and cannot find how I will access the meeting and 
sign in. 
Thanks in advance. 
Randi Ford Camas 
 
 
 
Sent from my Sprint Samsung Galaxy S9. 
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From: Paul McBride <pbmcbride@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2021 3:43 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Cc: Greg Anderson; Bonnie Carter; Ellen Burton; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Shannon 

Roberts; Melissa Smith; Barry McDonnell

Subject: 3/24 virtual meeting on drug rehab white house

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 

 Ms. Fox:  I am extremely angry about the setting up of this meeting via the virtual meeting app Zoom. 
 
Can 600 plus residents who have signed the petition to deny the rezoning of the White House be able 
to get on zoom at the same time and how will they all be able to express their opinions, hear others 
and view the proceedngs? 
 
This zoom method was a very bad judgement, considering the increasing vaccination rate and the 
declining covid infection statistics. 
 
This meeting should be postponed for two months until better weather and more and more people are 
vaccinated. 
 
Then, a public meeting in the HS gym or auditorium would give opponents of this rezoning a chance 
to all be heard in a public forum. 
 
Heck, if it's a nice day, an outside social distanced venue at the HS baseball fields where there's 
adequate parking right next would be even safer, being outside.  All you need to do is just ask people 
to BYOC=bring your own chair. Social distancing and masks required! 
 
--Paul McBride 
   1943 NW 31st Ave 
    Camas, WA 
    360 844 6161 
 
PS.   Can't find the email for the new city manager on the city's website.  Please forward to him. 
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From: Sarah Fox

Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 2:47 PM

To: 'Paul McBride'

Cc: Jamal Fox

Subject: March 24th virtual meeting 

Mr. McBride,  
The city has received your comments and they will be added to the record for File No. CUP21-01.  
As requested, our City Administrator, Jamal Fox, has also received a copy of your email.  
 
In response to your comments regarding the format of the meeting---we are in a pandemic and as such we have to act accordingly. 
Our city is within Phase 2 of COVID-19 restrictions, which means that there is a limit to the capacity of in-person meetings to 25% 
and no more than 200 persons, whichever is fewer. We have no idea how many people may want to attend the public hearing on 
March 24th, and we do not have a meeting room that could accommodate two hundred persons with appropriate spacing.  
 
Additionally, there are time constraints related to an application. The city must render a decision within 120 days of deeming the 
application complete and the applicant has the right to due process. In light of the successful use of online platforms for quasi-
judicial hearings, the city does not have any justification to indefinitely delay a land use hearing. 

 
 

From: Paul McBride <pbmcbride@yahoo.com>  
Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2021 3:43 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Cc: Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us>; Bonnie Carter <BCarter@cityofcamas.us>; Ellen Burton 
<EBurton@cityofcamas.us>; Don Chaney <dchaney@cityofcamas.us>; Steve Hogan <shogan@cityofcamas.us>; Shannon 
Roberts <SRoberts@cityofcamas.us>; Melissa Smith <msmith@cityofcamas.us>; Barry McDonnell 
<BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: 3/24 virtual meeting on drug rehab white house 

 
 Ms. Fox:  I am extremely angry about the setting up of this meeting via the virtual meeting app Zoom. Can 600 plus 
residents who have signed the petition to deny the rezoning of the White House be able to get on zoom at the same time 
and how will they all be able to express their opinions, hear others and view the proceedngs? This zoom method was a 
very bad judgement, considering the increasing vaccination rate and the declining covid infection statistics. This meeting 
should be postponed for two months until better weather and more and more people are vaccinated. Then, a public 
meeting in the HS gym or auditorium would give opponents of this rezoning a chance to all be heard in a public forum. 
Heck, if it's a nice day, an outside social distanced venue at the HS baseball fields where there's adequate parking right 
next would be even safer, being outside.  All you need to do is just ask people to BYOC=bring your own chair. Social 
distancing and masks required! 
 
--Paul McBride 
   1943 NW 31st Ave 
    Camas, WA 
    360 844 6161 
 
PS.   Can't find the email for the new city manager on the city's website.  Please forward to him. 
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From: Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 8:54 AM 
To: Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us>; Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: FYI 
 

Recent posting on NextDoor, not including any of the comments. 
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From: Clifton Hill <clifton@hillthink.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 11:09 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Written Comment on Proposed Discovery Recovery (Rehab Center)

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 

My list of questions and concerns for the proposed Discovery Recovery (Rehab Center). 

In a recent Camas Post Record article some questions about the proposed Rehab Center were addressed, but left me 
with further, as well as some notes I would like our City Leaders to consider. 

QUESTION: 
-How will residents of the 15 bed facility be prevented from leaving when the staff may number only as many as 2 
individuals? I see there will be video monitoring, but surely an addict seeking help is doing so because at times they can 
not help themselves from pursing addictive behavior. 
-And will there be any pedophiles or sexual addicts in recovery at the facility that is so close to a school and community 
park?  
-You say that resident outings must be pre-approved and scheduled, but will they also be monitored/chaperoned when 
they leave? 

CONCERNS FOR CITY LEADERS: 
-What happens if the facility changes hands again? Will the new owners hold themselves to the same standards being 
proposed? I'd want the CUP to be tied specifically to these owners. 
-How do we know this standard they propose will actually remain in place? And how is it enforced if the use permit is 
approved? Will there be some inspection done at random times? Will local residents be able to report concerns that 
they see? Where will they report this to? What will happen to the facility if there are complaints? How many complaints 
will be needed, and to what severity to effect some action? 
-Once zoned for the new use, is this a temporary zoning, or permanent? Seems it should be restrained as a one-time use 
to these owners for the very specific programs they listed, deviation must be consulted with the community. 

--  
Regards, 
Clifton Hill 
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Substance abuse treatment and recovery center
proposed for Camas
Discover Recovery founders hope to convert Fairgate Estate senior care home into 15-bed recovery center
for professionals with substance abuse disorders
By Kelly Moyer (/author/kmoyer) | February 18, 2021 9:38 am |    comments (https://www.camaspostrecord.com/news/2021/feb/18/substance-abuse-treatment-and-recovery-
center-proposed-for-camas/)

The founders of a Washington coast substance abuse treatment center are
hoping to bring their holistic treatment model to Camas.

Thomas Feldman and Christopher Paulson, co-founders of the Discover
Recovery residential treatment center in Long Beach, Washington, have
applied for a conditional use permit through the city of Camas to convert the



(https://www.camaspostrecord.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/0218_loc_DiscoverRecovery_SignCropped.jpg)

Notice of a proposed substance abuse treatment and recovery center development is posted outside Fairgate Estate in Camas' Prune Hill neighborhood in
early February 2021. (photo courtesy of Thomas Feldman)

(Kelly Moyer (/author/kmoyer)/Post-Record)
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Fairgate Estate assisted living home into a 15-bed convalescent home for
adult professionals seeking 30- to 90-day residential treatment for substance
abuse disorders.

Feldman, who has a bachelor’s degree in psychology and has a background
working for nonprofit and private residential treatment centers, and Paulson,
a licensed therapist who worked as the clinical director for a Malibu,
California treatment facility, bet their life savings on their 2-year-old Discover
Recovery center in Long Beach.

“This is our passion,” Feldman said. “We wanted to help people. That’s what
we’re in this for.”

Opening a residential substance abuse treatment center in a small community
like Long Beach or Camas is not always a straightforward proposal, though.

“Going into any community presents positives and negatives,” Feldman said.
“Obviously, there is a stigma around drug treatment and mental health
(disorders). In Long Beach, there were some people who were on their heels
… but we wanted to work with the community. We’ve donated to causes for
kids in Long Beach, helped build a new fence for the police department and
are in the process of working with the school district to (establish) a
scholarship for college kids. We want to help people and help the community.
That’s what it’s all about.”

The Camas treatment center proposal is a bit different from the Long Beach
Discover Recovery center in that it would focus on a more professional
segment of the population.

“There is a need for small treatment centers in Washington state,” Feldman
told the Post-Record this week. “For people who are looking for treatment,
especially for adult professionals — doctors, lawyers and other professionals
— who want a highly individualized treatment experience without having to
go to California or Utah, there are not a lot of facilities in (the Pacific
Northwest).”

While the Long Beach center is able to treat people who do not have many
resources in its 40-bed facility, the Camas residential treatment center would
be much smaller — with 15 beds — and would incorporate many alternative
therapies such as yoga, acupuncture, nutritional therapies and EMDR, or eye
movement desensitization and reprocessing, therapy, which is used to help
people heal from emotional and post-traumatic stress disorders.

“We’re big believers in the 12-step program, which has worked for a lot of people, but there are other, more holistic approaches,” Feldman said.

The Discover Recovery model focuses on treating the whole person, Feldman said.

“Recovery is more than just putting an end to alcohol or drug use. It’s a journey by which to undo the damage of habitual substance abuse, thereby restoring the
body, mind and soul to a state of lasting health,” the center’s Long Beach literature states. “While abstinence is certainly part of the recovery process, Discovery
Recovery … provides holistic treatment programs to help our clients overcome their addictions. This model of care is focused on healing all aspects of self,
including the mind, body and spirit.”

Reaching out to Camas neighbors

The proposed 15-bed Discover Recovery inpatient recovery and treatment center would be located at 2213 N.W. 23rd Ave., in Camas, the current site of Fairgate
Estate, a former bed and breakfast and wedding venue that was converted to a 15-bed assisted living center in 2014.

Feldman said the site itself, combined with its proximity to the urban Portland-Vancouver metro area, appealed to the Discover Recovery co-founders.

“Fairgate Estate is a beautiful place,” Feldman said. “We were looking for a site closer to a larger city like Seattle or Portland — where there are more resources —
and we thought this property was perfect. It is the right size, in a great location, and since it has been used as an assisted living facility for a long period … it won’t
need any big improvements other than cosmetic changes.”

The site is located next to Dorothy Fox Elementary School, in the city’s Prune Hill neighborhood. Some neighbors have expressed alarm in social media sites like
NextDoor over a proposal to site a residential treatment center so close to young children.

“There is a lot of stuff on NextDoor,” Feldman said. “There are a lot of positive comments about what we’re doing, but there will always be people who have
concerns.”

Because the NextDoor comments are only visible to neighbors with a Prune Hill address, the Post-Record was unable to contact neighbors who have concerns
regarding the Discover Recovery proposal.

The Discover Recovery co-founders say they are confident they can help alleviate any fears the community might have.

(https://www.camaspostrecord.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/02/0218_loc_DiscoveryRecovery_ThomasAndChris.jp
Discover Recovery founders Thomas Feldman (left) and Christopher
Paulson hope to develop a small, holistic substance abuse treatment and
recovery center in Camas. (Contributed photos courtesy of Thomas
Feldman)

(https://www.camaspostrecord.com/wp-
content/uploads/2021/02/0218_loc_DiscoverRecovery_Fairgate_contr.jpg)
The owners of a Long Beach, Wash., substance abuse treatment center,
Discover Recovery, hope to open a 15-bed treatment center at the site of
Fairgate Estate (pictured) in Camas.
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In a letter sent to neighbors near Fairgate Estate, as well as on the treatment center’s Camas website at discoverrecovery-camas.com, Feldman and Paulson have
said Discover Recovery “has taken measures to address potential concerns and to minimize possible negative impacts on neighbors,” including prohibiting
residents from leaving the facility without a pre-approved, scheduled outing; not allowing family or friends of residents to visit the facility; installing cameras
throughout the facility and monitoring those cameras “24 hours a day;” stuffing the facility with medical and clinical professionals and having at least two staff
members, including a nurse, on-site 24 hours a day; and making sure programing for Discover Recovery will not include activities at an adjacent park or on
Dorothy Fox property.

“We want people to know that what we’re doing is providing a much-needed service for those in need,” Feldman said. “This type of program is unique and
special. We hope people will see this as a positive for the community. We also want to give back to the community and get involved in volunteer work. We know a
lot of people are struggling right now, and it is important to (Paulson and me) that we are able to fully integrate into the community, as we’ve done in Long
Beach.”

Although he and Paulson would normally host town hall meetings to get to know neighbors in-person, Feldman said the COVID-19 pandemic has put a damper
on that type of outreach. Instead, the Discover Recovery founders have created the discoverrecovery-camas.com website to help answer questions, and urged
neighbors to reach out via email to thomas@discoverrecovery.com.

As part of the city’s application review process, a sign stating the proposed site-use changes was posted in front of the property on Feb. 4. The city deemed the
Discover Recovery application “technically complete” on Feb. 12, and the application is current under review.

The proposal will soon go through the city’s public hearing process with the Camas Planning Commission and Camas City Council. Notice of those hearings will
be published in the Post-Record as well as on the city’s website, and neighbors will receive letters notifying them of the public hearing dates.

Feldman said he and Paulson hope to open the Camas treatment center in early June.

“We are confident we can get through whatever concerns the community has,” Feldman said, “and can help alleviate their concerns once we’re up and running
and doing a lot of good, positive things for the community.”

Kelly Moyer ()

Post-Record staff writer

 Send an Email (mailto:kelly.moyer@camaspostrecord.com)
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From: Sarah Fox

Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 3:52 PM

To: 'Dorothy Fox Community Safety'

Subject: RE: Request to Postpone/Cancel Conditional Use Hearing

Good afternoon,  
The city received your comments and they will be added to the record for File No. CUP21-01.  
 
The date of the public hearing has been scheduled and legal notice was provided to the applicant, neighboring 
properties, and the public as required. The sign on the property was repaired and reinstalled with the hearing date. All 
legal notices were provided in excess of the required timeframe of 15 days in advance of the hearing (Refer to 
CMC18.55.190). The city also employed additional methods to broaden the reach of notification by posting the hearing 
information on Next Door, Twitter and Facebook.   
 
Continuances may be granted at the discretion of the hearings examiner.   
 
CMC 2.15.090 – Continuances (in part) reads, “Once legal notice has been given, no matter shall be postponed over the 
objection of any interested party, except for good cause shown. Continuances may be granted at the discretion of the 
examiner; provided, the interested parties in attendance shall be given an opportunity to testify prior to the 
continuance…” 
 
 

From: Dorothy Fox Community Safety <dorothyfoxsa@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 3:08 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Request to Postpone/Cancel Conditional Use Hearing: March 24th Discovery Recovery  

 
Sarah,  
 
Please note the amended information regarding the dates of the sign not being posted in front of 2213 NW 23rd Ave. The city was 
notified of the sign not in place on Feb 11th and the sign was not put back up again until Mar 1.  
 
Due to limited time of the hearing and possible legal prep we respectfully ask for the city's response by the end of day tomorrow. 
 
On Tue, Mar 2, 2021 at 12:50 PM Dorothy Fox Community Safety <dorothyfoxsa@gmail.com> wrote: 
Dear Sarah Fox and City of Camas, 
  
Based on the municipal code and our community becoming somewhat disenfranchised by a recent conditional use permit 
submitted  for 2213 NW 23rd Ave, Camas, WA 98607; citizens from the Prune Hill area are formally requesting that the City of 
Camas cancel or postpone the currently scheduled March 24, 2021 public hearing of Mr. Thomas Feldman/Discover Recovery’s 
conversion of the Fairgate Estates to a future date. Our request is that the city maximize the full 120 day allotted decision period as 
stated in your “letter of application being technically complete” to Mr. Feldman/Discover Recovery, dated Feb 12, 2021. Doing so 
establishes a public hearing in the June of 2021 time frame granting Camas Citizens working with legal representation additional 
time and the opportunity for a face-to-face meeting with prospective property owners, Mr. Feldman, Mr. Paulson and the Tranquility 
Partners. Covid 19 is an unprecedented event but with rapid expansion to access of a vaccine we would hope the city honors our 
request as this is an exceptionally sensitive issue which could bring drastic changes to our neighborhood safety, education system 
as well as setting a precedent in the city of Camas affecting the 2035 City Plan. At minimum, due to the application requirements 
under CMC 18.55.110(H) and CMC 18.55.110(H)(1)-(5), is the hearing date should be modified to accommodate public preparation 
equaling the time in which signage was not standing after initial installation. On February 11th, the City Planner Sarah Fox was 
notified that the mandated sign (under the application requirements) was not in place for 19 days. We ask the city to review 
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application, code and to consider voiding the previous application as requirements per the general application form for PA20-48 
were not met.  
 
Camas city leaders are legally inclined to respect the wishes of both prospective for-profit businesses and tax paying citizens. We 
believe that the future permit of a facility that may house sexual predators and or violent offenders for up to 90 days next to our 
children’s elementary school must me reviewed and adherence with state and federal regulation researched and instituted as 
offenders will "live" at Discover Recovery for up to 90 days. The community deserves the right to meet and speak with our potential 
new neighbors in person to hear and evaluate their plans for the safety and future logistics of keeping our children, neighbors and 
overall community safe. Again, with the elevated sense of concern among the community, we ask that this be canceled due to 
failed application requirements, or postponed to an in-person hearing at a future date. Based on local support and numbers 
anticipated at a March 24th hearing, there are legitimate concerns with Zoom and its technical ability to host the volumes of 
citizens anticipated to participate at this particular hearing. Sarah, as you, the Mayor, the City Council and other responsible civic 
leaders with the City of Camas might attest, all parties deserve the opportunity to voice their opinion properly regarding the use 
code in our traditional format and it could be considered very unfortunate and perhaps negligent by the city should technology 
unwittingly fail preventing citizens with that opportunity. 
  
If this simple request cannot be accommodated, we are prepared to discuss next steps with legal representation. 
  
We look forward to your response. 
  
Thanks, 
Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance 
 
**we are a group of concerned parents and are in no way affiliated with the City of Camas, the Camas school District, Dorothy Fox 
School or Clark County. 

61File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 86 



1

From: Sarah Fox

Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 9:53 AM

To: 'Dorothy Fox Community Safety'

Subject: CUP21-01 Questions

No, the city has not donated any funds to Discover Recovery.  
 

From: Dorothy Fox Community Safety <dorothyfoxsa@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 9:34 AM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Re: Request to Postpone/Cancel Conditional Use Hearing 

 
Thanks for the update. Are any federal funds from the City being donated to this project? 
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Staff note: The original email from Ms. Ferrin-Wieczorek was addressed incorrectly to sfox@cityofcamas.com instead of ".us"

From: Ellen Burton

Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 9:29 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Fw: 3/24 Public Hearing for CUP Discover Recovery Drug Detox/Rehab Center at 

Fairgate

Hi Sarah, 
Here is the message from Ms. Wieczorek. It looks like she sent it directly to you. The message must not have 
downloaded properly on my phone when I forwarded it to you. 
 
Thanks, 
Ellen 
 

From: Linnea Ferrin-Wieczorek <lferrin4488@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 2:25 PM 
To: sfox@cityofcamas.com 
Cc: bmcdonnel@cityofcamas.us; Greg Anderson; Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Shannon 
Roberts; msmith@cityofcmas.us 
Subject: 3/24 Public Hearing for CUP Discover Recovery Drug Detox/Rehab Center at Fairgate  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Good afternoon,   
 
I understand that a hearing will be held on March 24, 2021, for a Customary Use Permit for Discover Recovery 
to use 2213 NW 23rd Ave., Camas, Washington, as a Convalescent Substance Abuse Rehabilitation home. I ask 
that the Examiner, Mr. Turner, deny this proposal.  
 
While I understand that zoning and land-use laws will make the decision, I plea that the City find a more 
suitable location for this facility, away from school grounds. The fact that this property looks into a school 
playground and is close in proximity to a park with a public restroom, and a church is a red-flag and sets up 
even larger potential legal claims if anything goes awry. I am most concerned about safety and the lack of 
policy and procedure related to the same. First, I am informed that the facility could house Sex Offenders if 
the State orders it. RCW 4.24.550 refers to the release of information to the public. There are childcare 
facilities and elderly adult-care facilities that are close in location to this property. My fear is this is an 
acute facility to house residents short-term and I'm not sure there would be ample time to properly notify 
everyone of the safety risk of a Sex Offender resident. 
 
Second, after reading the application, it appears there is only one night nurse that will be on staff, with 15 
residents. Discover Recovery is advertised as a voluntary rehabilitation facility which appears to be dealing 
with residents in the acute stages of detox. Obviously, there is room for relapse on top of other mental issues 
that can come into play with someone in the acute stages of withdrawal. If one of the residents decides to just 
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walk off the property at any time, what safety protocols are in place? This poses a major safety concern; for a 
business that has lapsed accreditation and a doctor that was previously on probation by the Oregon Medical 
Board. I would expect additional safety protocols in place.  
 
Finally, with increased crime reported surrounding these facilities and home values decreasing as a result of 
the location, you can expect a lot of taxpayers to leave the area or not come in the first place. Our children no 
longer attend Dorothy Fox Elementary, but that is the first thing I would tell someone moving into the area 
with young children.  
 
In closing, do not misunderstand my intentions in writing this email. I am FOR rehab/detox facilities and have 
first-hand experience in my extended family that fortunately for us, were successful. I just do not think the 
LOCATION is safe for anything other than an outstanding facility with a perfect history of professional 
standards and protocols that are without the tarnish that is currently surrounding the owners and decisions 
previously made by them. Neighbors are already scared of them and changing their names on public forums 
for fear of retaliation.  
 
Thank you for your consideration and I would appreciate as much anonymity as possible, due to the above 
mentioned fears. 
 
Linnea Wieczorek-Resident near Dorothy Fox  
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From: Michelle Waters <michelle.s.f.waters@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 7:22 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Detox Facility Near Dorothy Fox(CUP21-20)

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hello,  
I write to you concerned about the proposal to put a detox facility next to Dorothy Fox Elementary. CUP 21-20 
 
First of all, I would like to say that I have been touched by drug addiction. My sister died of addiction-related 
complications at the age of 21, 7 years ago. It was absolutely the worst thing my family has gone through, and we still 
feel her loss every single day. Since then I have also seen some of her friends experience recovery, which is wonderful. I 
am very pro services to help those struggling with addiction and I know they are important and necessary. 
 
However, I don’t think facilities offering them should be located right next to an elementary school. We moved to this 
neighborhood specifically so that our children could walk to school with their friends for the elementary years, and we 
have enjoyed living here for 4 years with a close-knit and safe community. We moved from Portland because the 
growing drug-related problems in our neighborhood there made us feel we couldn’t let our children play outside in the 
yard or walk through the neighborhood as it wasn’t safe. As you know, people struggling with addiction and those in the 
process of recovery can be completely unpredictable.  I know that firsthand from my sister’s struggles before her death.  
 
I also have a close friend who works at a recovery facility as a nurse practitioner and from her know how it changes the 
neighborhood around it. She is being part of the solution, and still knows this kind of facility does not belong in a 
residential neighborhood like ours.  
 
Please do not approve this company for the land use next to Dorothy Fox. I believe there are other parts of our city 
where such a facility would be better situated. Please consider the many families living here trying to give their children 
the increasingly rare freedom to grow up someplace safe enough to explore with their friends and go to school 
peacefully. I am sure you will see an exodus of families from lovely neighborhood if you approve this application, and I 
would be devastated to see our community lose what we have here.  
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely,  
Michelle Waters  
208.874.3364 
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From: Sheila C. Schmid <schmid@gorge.net>

Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 2:42 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: treatment center issue

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Hi Sarah,  
 
I reached out to Ellen to inquire on how to weigh in on this issue without joining the online outrage mob.  I am in favor 
of the treatment center and are many of local Camas residents who are in the recovery community- most, of course, 
wish to keep their anonymity.  Is there a way to be supportive on the record or how can we best help?  
 
Sincerely, 
Sheila Schmid 
 
~ pray for profound harmlessness, and god's point of view ~ 
 
Sheila Schmid, MA, Ed.S., NCC 
 
w: Insidejobyoga.com 
p: 541.490.3607 
e: schmid@gorge.net 
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From: Jamal Fox

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 10:53 AM

To: Shannon Roberts

Cc: Barry McDonnell; Sarah Fox; Robert Maul; Phil Bourquin

Subject: RE: NW23rd 

Council Member Roberts, 
 
We appreciate your questions in regards to the active land use application for NW 23rd Ave that will go before the 
hearings examiner in a few weeks.  
 
There will be ample amount of opportunity for members of the community to participate in the Zoom meeting and the 
zoning change of use is following the appropriate process and steps as allowed by any applicant.  
 
Most of the other questions posed will be determined by the hearings examiner for how the meeting will be moderated 
and guidelines for testimony.  
 
The hearings examiner provides instructions to all attendees at the outset of the meeting. 
 
Thanks, 
 

Jamal T. Fox, MPA 
(pronouns: He/Him/His) 

City Administrator 

Desk 360-834-6864 
jfox@cityofcamas.us 

www.cityofcamas.us/ 

 

 
 

From: Shannon Roberts <SRoberts@cityofcamas.us>  
Sent: Wednesday, March 3, 2021 9:58 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us>; Robert Maul <RMaul@cityofcamas.us>; Phil Bourquin 
<PBourquin@cityofcamas.us> 
Cc: Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us>; Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: NW23rd  
 
Hello Sarah et all, 
 
Hannah and James Rogers contacted me with questions concerning the public hearing on March 24th.  Please see below 
and would appreciate the best you can do with the questions.  
 
Questions concerning the Proposed Rehab facility on NW 23rd 
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1. How many citizens will be able to participate in the Zoom meeting? 
2. What are the rules of engagement? 
3. Assuming they will have audio and video, how much time will be given for testimonies and input and can 

citizens ask the examiner questions?  
4. Can citizens present a PowerPoint?  
5. Will there be a moderator between the examiner and the public. 
6. Does the examiner come to the table having done his own research concerning this subject matter. 
7. Zoning and change of use -  As a rehab facility, It seems an exception was made, or did the zoning already 

encompass a use as a rehab facility.  

 
Thank you for all you do ! 
 
Cheers, 
Shannon Roberts 
Camas City Council Member | Ward 1 
509-637-5192 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Ellen Burton

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 1:49 PM

To: Marcel Jolley & Cathy Hostetler

Cc: Sarah Fox; Greg Anderson

Subject: Re: The proposed rehab/detox facility in Camas DOES NOT  belong in a residential 

neighborhood next door to Dorothy Fox Elementary School

Hi Ms. Hosteler, 
Thank you for your email about the proposed conditional use permit for the Fairgate Assisted Living site. My 
children attended Dorothy Fox school, too. I'm copying Sarah Fox, Senior Planner. She is preparing the 
documents for the public hearing scheduled for 5 pm, March 24, 2021. A hearings administrator will review 
the proposed permit documentation including community input and decide. The City Council does not have a 
role in this decision. 
 
Information about public hearing 
You can participate: https://www.cityofcamas.us/com-dev/page/public-hearing-scheduled-march-24 
 
Thank you for caring about our Camas community.  
 
Regards, 
Ellen 

From: Marcel Jolley & Cathy Hostetler <el-fino@comcast.net> 
Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 1:17 PM 
To: Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Shannon Roberts; Melissa Smith; Greg Anderson 
Subject: The proposed rehab/detox facility in Camas DOES NOT belong in a residential neighborhood next door to 
Dorothy Fox Elementary School  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Dear Camas City Council Members, 
  
I am writing to voice my strong opposition to the rehab/detox facility being proposed in our Camas 
neighborhood. 
  
Our family lives two blocks from Dorothy Fox Elementary school and the beautiful park where many 
neighborhood families and children play.  We have been residents of this Camas neighborhood for the past 12 
years.  Recently, I was shocked to learn that the City of Camas Planning Division was even considering allowing 
a drug rehabilitation center to open in this location.  Drug rehab/treatment centers DO NOT belong anywhere 
near an elementary school or public playground—let alone next door to them.  Our son attended Dorothy Fox 
Elementary school.  We moved to this neighborhood because it was near a good school and was a safe place 
for him to grow up.  He walked to and from school every day (often with friends or by himself when he was in 
4th and 5th grade).  If there had been a drug rehab center next door to the school when he was a student at 
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Dorothy Fox there would be no way we would have ever let him walk without adult supervision (or ride his 
bike, or play in the park, etc.)  To be honest, if a rehab center was situated next to Dorothy Fox when we were 
looking to purchase our home we likely would have kept looking. 
  
We are not arguing that drug rehabilitation/treatment centers play an important role in society;  however, I 
could not think of a worse location to place such a center.  Our children’s safety is of the utmost importance.  I 
would hope that the City of Camas and the officials whom we have elected to represent us will listen to our 
voices and choose what is right over what is most profitable.  I implore you to re-evaluate the proposed 
location for the drug/rehab treatment center.  There has to be another location that is better suited for all 
who are involved in this debate. 
  
Thank you for your time. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
Catherine Hostetler 
  
1965 NW Willow Dr. 
Camas, WA  98607 
  
el-fino@comcast.net 
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From: Carrie Cowan <carriecwik@outlook.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 12:44 PM

To: Sarah Fox; Barry McDonnell

Subject: Resident Objection to CUP Application for Discover Recovery

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
3/4/2021 

To:  Sarah Fox, Sr. Planner - City of Camas and Barry McDonnell, Mayor - City of Camas  

Re:  CUP Application Proposal for land use of 2213 NW 23rd Ave by Discover Recovery 

 

Dear Ms. Fox and Mayor McDonnell,  

I am writing to formally express my concern with regards to the application filed by Tranquility Partners, LLC 
(“Discover Recovery”) and my objection to their ability to obtain a conditional use permit for a change of land 
use at 2213 NW 23rd Ave.   This type of business in the proposed location is wrong on so many levels – the 
fact that it’s immediately adjacent to an Elementary school, public park, public restrooms, and plans to operate 
in a residential area that lacks immediate access to medical facilities and specialized resources, should be 
reason enough to reject the application, but allow me to explain further.   

I am a new Camas resident and homeowner, as well as a mother to a young student currently attending 
Dorothy Fox Elementary school.  We made the decision to relocate to Camas from Costa Mesa, Calif. (now 
referred to as the “Rehab Riveria”) where we had resided and owned a home since 2009.  It was not an easy 
decision for us to make, but it was a needed change for us as a family as Costa Mesa is on a rapid decline that 
is impacting the health, wealth and safety of both its residential neighborhoods and central areas of 
commerce.  This is largely attributed to the growing presence of Sober Living Homes (“SLH”), or short-term 
“Convalescent” facilities (a label they commonly hide behind) for which loopholes in the Affordable Care Act 
made possible. These upstart SLH businesses operating out of residential properties say they are serving their 
communities but then target those suffering from drugs and other addictions outside of state and city lines. 
They lure them in with empty promises of a quick pathway to detox and rehabilitation, only to milk their 
insurance policies and leave them with little long-term assistance.  

There are plenty of outlets to source from that document and chart the impact and effects these businesses 
are having on the communities, as well as the predatory practices many use to operate with, and the lack of 
real results they are actually able to produce (Free 12-step programs are still cited as the best!) - so I won’t 
rehash that here.  What I do want to share with you what I directly witnessed - the continuous decline of my 
former neighborhood. Mine is a cautionary tale, but I simply just can’t stand by and watch history repeat itself.  

In Costa Mesa, it became all too common for my now 8-year old daughter to see single men with hoodies and 
backpacks peddling, strung-out individuals roaming the neighborhood streets with no place to go as their 
insurance ran out and their 30-days in rehab were up (and the next van full of addicted souls were pulling in), 
an increase in ambulance sirens blaring down our street at all hours.  It’s a lot for a child to bear.  If I am 
being honest, it was a lot for me to bear! One day, a few of those men in hoodies even attempted to stash their 
drugs in a bush in the front of our house as they were on the run from the city police trying to catch them.  Any 
crime-based data sourced doesn’t tell the full story and the toll these types of businesses, operating in very 
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unregulated industries, can have.  Petty crime and vandalism went up.  Porch-pirating increased. There were 
never enough police when you needed them.  Quality and (parent) funding of schools declined.  The numbers 
are telling the full story.  And, yes, all this was happening in a neighborhood where the typical home value is 
well-above national average – that doesn’t make it ok!  

The risks around these new and upstart “recovery” businesses are just too great and the consequences to the 
cities they are taking over are still coming to light.  Discover Recovery has been operational for barely two-
years.  Do some light digging and you will find that the people they do business with (founders, ex-CEOs, 
Doctors) also don’t have exemplary track records. They publicly advertise their Long Beach location as a 
“destination” rehab so the intent is pretty clear regardless of what they put on their application.  They are 
simply NOT the right fit for this community.   

If the CUP is approved, I fear this will set a very bad precedent for the City of Camas. Soon enough other 
businesses like Discover Recovery will buy private land here with the expectation that their application will be 
approved.  It’s a slippery slope.   

In closing:   

We moved to Camas because of its reputation as a family-focused and safe community.  

We moved to Camas for its great schools.   

We chose our home specifically because it was zoned for Dorothy Fox Elementary – a wonderful school with a 
10/10 rating from Greatschools.com!    

As a mother, my plea to you is honest and well-intentioned.   

As a resident, my request of you is to (a) either help Discover Recovery find a more suitable location within city 
limits for which to operate, or (b) simply reject their proposal outright.   

I stand with our community values – will you?   

 

Best regards, 

Carrie C. Wiklem  

3413 NW 23rd Ave 

310/625-1923 
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From: Gang Liu <gliuru@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 5, 2021 10:43 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Cc: rui meng

Subject: NO to DISCOVER RECOVERY ( FILE NO. CUP 21-01 )

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments 
unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the 
email for ITD review. 

 
Dear City officials  
We are residents and parents in the Dorothy Fox community. 
We are absolutely AGAINST the application from Discover Recovery. 
There will be significantly negative impacts to our community: 

1. Serious safety concern to next door Dorothy Fox school and park. 
2. negative impact to the value of real estate in the neighborhood. 
3. this will also in turn hurt city and school district revenue. 

 
Most of the families moved to this area for the good school and safe neighborhood, including ourselves. If this 
application got approved, there will be many families no longer willing to continue staying here. 
We trust the city council will make the right and wise decision to turn down this application. And this will send a clear 
message on what our community values and cares about. 
 
Gang Liu 
Rui Meng 
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From: Don Chaney

Sent: Sunday, March 7, 2021 5:27 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Cc: kristenpmaxwell@gmail.com

Subject: Fwd: March 24 Hearing - File No. CUP 21-01

Sarah Fox 
As instructed,  I am forwarding Kristen Maxwell‘s comments on to you for insertion to the public record for review.  
 
Regards 
Don Chaney 
Camas City Council 
Member -at Large 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Kristen Maxwell <kristenpmaxwell@gmail.com> 
Date: March 7, 2021 at 2:26:21 PM PST 
To: Greg Anderson <ganderson@cityofcamas.us>, Ellen Burton <EBurton@cityofcamas.us>, Bonnie Carter 
<BCarter@cityofcamas.us>, Don Chaney <dchaney@cityofcamas.us>, Steve Hogan <shogan@cityofcamas.us>, 
Shannon Roberts <SRoberts@cityofcamas.us>, Melissa Smith <msmith@cityofcamas.us>, Barry McDonnell 
<BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: March 24 Hearing - File No. CUP 21-01 

  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert 
button to redirect the email for ITD review. 

 
Council Members and Mayor: 
 
I am writing in regards to the proposed development at 2213 NW 23rd on Prune Hill, currently the location of 
the Fairgate Estate retirement community. I'm sure you have received many letters from my fellow neighbors, 
but I would like to contribute my objection to the proposed Discover Recovery Treatment Center as well.  
 
My family and I live within a short walking distance to this property, in fact, I can see it from my backyard and 
pass by this facility, daily, on our walks.  We place a high value in knowing that we have a safe community, with 
businesses surrounding us that are safe for our children to be around.  If we weren't concerned by being located 
near an undesirable business (that could propose a threat to our community), we would live in the middle of an 
urban district or a city without zoning. 
 
I believe that it would be extremely reckless and irresponsible to consider allowing a substance abuse 
rehabilitation center in close proximity to a residential neighborhood full of children, a park, or an elementary 
school. 
 
I completely understand that the city of Camas has to allow for a fair assessment and review of the Conditional 
Use Permit (CUP), but I sincerely hope that the decision maker(s) consider the impact of this type of business to 
the community and the risks that it imposes.  I also hope that each participating party can live with their 
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decision (and have the heavy weight on their shoulders) in the event that a patient at this facility causes any 
harm to a member of the community.   
 
In closing, I have provided my objections to the Discover Recovery facility and hope these are considered during 
the review of the application. 
 
1) The rehabilitation of substance abuse near a school could propose risks to children and staff in the event that 
a patient enters school/park grounds and is not  properly escorted.  While the applicants state that "residents 
are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site outings", I am not convinced that two staff members can 
guarantee that the patients are properly supervised at all times. (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-
camas.com) 
 
2) I am also concerned that someone released from the center, or leaves at their own will, could propose a risk 
to the community.  I don't believe we have proper assurance that someone exiting the facility will be escorted 
by a guardian to their next home. 
 
3) The applicants also state that "ingress and egress to Discover Recovery is off of NW 23rd Avenue, not NW 
Sierra (the Dorothy Fox school entrance).  This does not solve the problem of the potential risks that having this 
type of facility imposes.  I am not worried about traffic, I'm worried about community residents using NW 23rd 
to walk to school, to walk/run around the neighborhood, passing by and potentially being in contact with an 
unescorted patient. (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-camas.com) 
 
4) The applicant's statement that "Discover Recovery does not expect to admit any registered sex offenders to 
the proposed facility, unless required by law", does not GUARANTEE safety to our community.  This is a vague 
statement and brings great concern to  me.  (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-camas.com) 
 
5) While one's  personal social media accounts should not impact their professional reputation, the disturbing 
photos that were recently found on Christopher Paulson's social media pages (now removed), and past history 
of substance abuse does not inspire confidence for a successful and safely managed rehabilitation 
facility.  (https://the-courage-to-change-a-recovery-podcast.simplecast.com/episodes/christopher-paulson) 
 
Please take my concerns into consideration when reviewing Discover Recovery's application, as well as the 
safety and concerns of the  families in this community. 
 
Thank you for your attention, time, and consideration. 
 
Kristen Maxwell 
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From: mitchcopp@aol.com

Sent: Sunday, March 7, 2021 8:46 PM

To: Sarah Fox; City Council Members (GRP)

Subject: Fairgate

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
  I am strongly against the proposed Fairgate zoning change. A drug rehab center should not be adjacent to an elementary school 
or near a single family residential neighborhood for obvious safety reasons. Please deny the zoning change and protect the rights 
of current Camas residents.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mitchell Copp 
Camas Resident 
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From: Jamal Fox

Sent: Sunday, March 7, 2021 5:01 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Fwd: March 24 Hearing - (File No. CUP21-01 - NW 23rd Ave)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Kristen Maxwell <kristenpmaxwell@gmail.com> 
Date: March 7, 2021 at 2:12:01 PM PST 
To: Jamal Fox <JFox@cityofcamas.us>, Kristen Maxwell <kristenpmaxwell@gmail.com> 
Subject: March 24 Hearing - (File No. CUP21-01 - NW 23rd Ave) 

  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert 
button to redirect the email for ITD review. 

 
Hello Mr. Fox, 
 
I am writing in regards to the proposed development at 2213 NW 23rd on Prune Hill, currently the location of 
the Fairgate Estate retirement community. I'm sure you have received many letters from my fellow neighbors, 
but I would like to contribute my objection to the proposed Discover Recovery Treatment Center as well.  
 
My family and I live within a short walking distance to this property, in fact, I can see it from my backyard and 
pass by this facility, daily, on our walks.  We place a high value in knowing that we have a safe community, with 
businesses surrounding us that are safe for our children to be around.  If we weren't concerned by being located 
near an undesirable business (that could propose a threat to our community), we would live in the middle of an 
urban district or a city without zoning. 
 
I believe that it would be extremely reckless and irresponsible to consider allowing a substance abuse 
rehabilitation center in close proximity to a residential neighborhood full of children, a park, or an elementary 
school. 
 
I completely understand that the city of Camas has to allow for a fair assessment and review of the Conditional 
Use Permit (CUP), but I sincerely hope that the decision maker(s) consider the impact of this type of business to 
the community and the risks that it imposes.  I also hope that each participating party can live with their 
decision (and have the heavy weight on their shoulders) in the event that a patient at this facility causes any 
harm to a member of the community.   
 
In closing, I have provided my objections to the Discover Recovery facility and hope these are considered during 
the review of the application. 
 
1) The rehabilitation of substance abuse near a school could propose risks to children and staff in the event that 
a patient enters school/park grounds and is not  properly escorted.  While the applicants state that "residents 
are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site outings", I am not convinced that two staff members can 
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guarantee that the patients are properly supervised at all times. (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-
camas.com) 
 
2) I am also concerned that someone released from the center, or leaves at their own will, could propose a risk 
to the community.  I don't believe we have proper assurance that someone exiting the facility will be escorted 
by a guardian to their next home. 
 
3) The applicants also state that "ingress and egress to Discover Recovery is off of NW 23rd Avenue, not NW 
Sierra (the Dorothy Fox school entrance).  This does not solve the problem of the potential risks that having this 
type of facility imposes.  I am not worried about traffic, I'm worried about community residents using NW 23rd 
to walk to school, to walk/run around the neighborhood, passing by and potentially being in contact with an 
unescorted patient. (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-camas.com) 
 
4) The applicant's statement that "Discover Recovery does not expect to admit any registered sex offenders to 
the proposed facility, unless required by law", does not GUARANTEE safety to our community.  This is a vague 
statement and brings great concern to  me.  (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-camas.com) 
 
5) While one's  personal social media accounts should not impact their professional reputation, the disturbing 
photos that were recently found on Christopher Paulson's social media pages (now removed), and past history 
of substance abuse does not inspire confidence for a successful and safely managed rehabilitation 
facility.  (https://the-courage-to-change-a-recovery-podcast.simplecast.com/episodes/christopher-paulson) 
 
Please take my concerns into consideration when reviewing Discover Recovery's application, as well as the 
safety and concerns of the  families in this community. 
 
Thank you for your attention, time, and consideration. 
 
Kristen Maxwell 
 
  

72File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 103 



1

From: Ellen Burton

Sent: Monday, March 8, 2021 8:56 AM

To: William Quinn

Cc: Sarah Fox

Subject: Re: Serious Concerns over Drug Rehabilitation Center next to Dorothy Fox

Hi Mr. Quinn, 
 
Thank you for your email expressing your concerns about the conditional use permit request for the proposed 
Discovery Recovery Treatment center next to Dorothy Fox school.. I've copied Senior Planner Sarah Fox who is 
compiling the documents for the Mar. 24 public hearing. 
 
Regards, 
Ellen 

From: William Quinn <williampowellquinn@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 7, 2021 10:24 AM 
To: Ellen Burton 
Subject: Serious Concerns over Drug Rehabilitation Center next to Dorothy Fox  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hi Ellen,  
 
I am writing to express my sincere concern over the plan to open a drug rehabilitation center next to Dorothy Fox 
Elementary. I completely understand the need to provide drug rehabilitation. My brother had to go through drug 
rehabilitation multiple times during college and he finally got his life on a good path and has a family and a successful 
career. Drug rehabilitation programs helped him so I understand the need for one. However, the proposed location is 
not the right place for the rehabilitation center. It is sandwiched between a church and an elementary school. Drug 
rehabilitation centers are notorious for heavy cigarette smoking, and should a patient decide they no longer want the 
treatment then the first thing they would likely do is leave the center to find whatever drug they are trying to recover 
from. That would expose the kids at Dorothy Fox to high levels of smoking and potential patients that are 
going through serious withdrawal symptoms that are searching for drugs. The city of Camas needs to relocate this 
center to a different location. Thank you for your time. 
 
Best, 
 
William Quinn 
916-224-6216 
717 NW 30th Ave 
Camas WA 98607 
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From: Sarah Fox

Sent: Tuesday, March 9, 2021 10:57 AM

To: 'Joanna Russell'

Subject: RE: File #CUP 21-01 

Good morning Ms. Russell,  
The following are citations to Camas Municipal Code (CMC) that are available online.  
 

 Conditional Use Permits CMC Ch. 18.43 
 Type III Hearings Process CMC Ch. 18.55 
 Discover Recovery Application (File #CUP21-01) 
 Definitions for Land Uses CMC Section 18.03.030 
 Hearings Examiner System CMC Ch. 2.15 

 
 
 

 

 
Sarah Fox, AICP (She/Her) 
Senior Planner 
Desk 360-817-7269 

Cell 360-513-2729 

www.cityofcamas.us | sfox@cityofcamas.us 
 

 

 

From: Joanna Russell <jrussell@sumnercollege.edu>  
Sent: Tuesday, March 9, 2021 9:49 AM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: File #CUP 21-01  
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Sarah, 
 
Thank you for talking with me this morning. Please send me any public information available regarding the conditional use 
permit, as well as the codes and definitions for this project.  
 
Thanks!  
 
 

Joanna S. Russell 

President 

Sumner College  

8338 NE Alderwood Rd.  

Portland, OR 97220 

Cascade Campus: 503.972.6230    

www.sumnercollege.edu  
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Yasu Fuke 

1835 NW Rolling Hills Dr.

Camas, WA  98607


March 9, 2021


Camas City Council

616 NE 4th Avenue

Camas,  WA  98607


Dear Councilor Anderson:


I write this letter to voice my concern about the proposed development of the former Fairgate 
Estates assisted-living facility into a residential drug and alcohol rehab facility.


My wife Kim, 3 year-old daughter Emilia, and I moved to Camas in May of 2020. After having 
lived in downtown Portland and Ridgefield over the last few years, we moved to Camas for one 
main reason: the stellar public school system. My wife and I want what’s best for our child and 
place a huge emphasis on her safety, health, well-being, and education. We worry that a drug 
and alcohol rehab facility right next door to her future elementary school may have a negative 
impact on her as well as other children in the community. 

I understand the need for substance abuse treatment facilities for people with addictions as I 
work at a local hospital and help such people on a near daily basis. However, this also makes 
me aware of the co-existent psychiatric illnesses as well as the social, financial, and criminal 
issues that go hand in hand in caring for these individuals.


I worry that with lack of more strict governmental oversight for a drug and alcohol rehab facility, 
a for-profit institution in a residential suburban location can likely be a detriment to a 
community such as Camas in many unforeseen ways. I implore you to complete a thorough 
investigation of Discover Recovery, its owners, and how the for-profit substance abuse rehab 
industry might impact this community, especially its children.


Sincerely,


Yasu Fuke
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From: Fox, Sarah <sarah.fox@cityofvancouver.us>

Sent: Tuesday, March 9, 2021 4:24 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Fwd: Discover Recovery Treatment Center

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Stuart Maxwell <stuartmaxwell82@gmail.com> 
Date: March 9, 2021 at 8:23:41 AM PST 
To: "Fox, Sarah" <sarah.fox@cityofvancouver.us> 
Subject: Discover Recovery Treatment Center 

  

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Vancouver. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 
recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Sarah, 
 
I am writing in regards to the proposed development at 2213 NW 23rd on Prune Hill, currently the location of 
the Fairgate Estate retirement community. I'm sure you have received many letters from my fellow neighbors, 
but I would like to contribute my objection to the proposed Discover Recovery Treatment Center in addition.  
 
My family and I live within a short walking distance to this property, in fact, I can see it from my backyard and 
pass by this facility, daily, on our walks.  We place a high value in knowing that we have a safe community, with 
businesses surrounding us that are safe for our children to be around.  If we weren't concerned by being located 
near an undesirable business (that could propose a threat to our community), we would live in the middle of an 
urban district or a city without zoning. 
 
I believe that it would be extremely reckless and irresponsible to consider allowing a substance abuse 
rehabilitation center in close proximity to a residential neighborhood full of children, a park, or a busy 
elementary school. 
 
I completely understand that the city of Camas has to allow for a fair assessment and review of the Conditional 
Use Permit (CUP), but I sincerely hope that the decision maker(s) consider the impact of this type of business to 
the community and the risks that it imposes.  I also hope that each participating party can live with their decision 
(and have the heavy weight on their shoulders) in the event that a patient at this facility causes any harm to a 
member of the community.   
 
In closing, I have provided my objections to the Discover Recovery facility and hope these are considered during 
the review of the application. 
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1) The rehabilitation of substance abuse near a school could propose risks to children and staff in the event that 
a patient enters school/park grounds and is not  properly escorted.  While the applicants state that "residents 
are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site outings", I am not convinced that two staff members can 
guarantee that the patients are properly supervised at all times. (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-
camas.com) 
 
2) I am also concerned that someone released from the center, or leaves at their own will, could propose a risk 
to the community.  I don't believe we have proper assurance that someone exiting the facility will be escorted 
by a guardian to their next home. 
 
3) The applicants also state that "ingress and egress to Discover Recovery is off of NW 23rd Avenue, not NW 
Sierra (the Dorothy Fox school entrance).  This does not solve the problem of the potential risks that having this 
type of facility imposes.  I am not worried about traffic, I'm worried about community residents using NW 23rd 
to walk to school, to walk/run around the neighborhood, passing by and potentially being in contact with an 
unescorted patient. (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-camas.com) 
 
4) The applicant's statement that "Discover Recovery does not expect to admit any registered sex offenders to 
the proposed facility, unless required by law", does not GUARANTEE safety to our community.  This is a vague 
statement and brings great concern to  me.  (Information sourced from discoverrecovery-camas.com) 
 
5) While one's  personal social media accounts should not impact their professional reputation, the disturbing 
photos that were recently found on Christopher Paulson's social media pages (now removed), and past history 
of substance abuse does not inspire confidence for a successful and safely managed rehabilitation 
facility.  (https://the-courage-to-change-a-recovery-podcast.simplecast.com/episodes/christopher-paulson) 
 
Please take my concerns into consideration when reviewing Discover Recovery's application, as well as the 
safety and concerns of the  families in this community. 
 
Thank you for your attention, time, and consideration. 
 
Stuart Maxwell 
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From: Ricardo <ricardo.reyes@me.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 9, 2021 6:27 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Detox near Dorothy Fox 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Hey Sara,

I hope this email finds you well.

I am writing to you as a Camas resident and home owner who would be very concerned if a drug detox center was opened right 
next to Dorothy Fox elementary.

My wife and I specifically chose our home in Camas because of its proximity to the school. Combined with our neighborhood’s 
safety, it’s a great place to instill some autonomy in our children who have the ability to spend time with their classmates right 
outside our home and Dorothy Fox. If a drug detox center opened next to the elementary school this would become impossible.

Of course, we support rehab programs but opening one up literally next to an elementary school sounds like a recipe for bad 
outcomes. I’m a Quantitative Psychologist who has worked at several inpatient and outpatient institutions and I would never 
think to setup drug rehab next to a school. It’s hard for me to even imagine that this is actually something that is being
considered and could be approved. All of the research shows this is very likely a bad idea.

My wife and I would consider relocation if our local elementary school sat adjacent to a center for drug rehabilitation.

Please help our community and make sure this does not happen.

Thank you so much for your time. Please reach out if you need any additional information.

Best
-Ricardo Reyes
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From: olga goyzman <olgasbags@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 10:44 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Detox 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
I don’t want a drug rehab next to my child’s school. This is ridiculous that I have to ask the City for this request . It is also sad 
that the owner of Discovery would choose a location next to a school and not somewhere else, that shows how careless they 
are. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: jamie viengkham <jviengkham@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 11, 2021 2:26 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Concerns on Discover Recovery Drug Re-hab permit application

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

Hello Sara, 
 
I just wanted to send my concerns & comments in regards to the Discovery Recovery Drug Re-hab permit 
application for the  Fairgate Estates property.  I'm sure I am just one more email in a sea of hundreds of 
complaints in regards of this issue.  Appreciate you fielding all these emails. 
 
I hope that city of Camas takes into consideration the current residents of this area, this community is a mix 
of families with kids & families without(empty nesters), etc.  With 1 thing in common, we all moved here for 
an improved quality of life.  Seeking a neighborhood with good schools, great property values where people 
clearly take pride in their homes & where they live.  A Drug re-hab/convalescent center doesn't belong 
among a neighborhood adjacent to a elementary school, church, & families.  A 30 day short program 
catered to high end cliental isn't an instant fix.  They need more support than an express re-hab center with 
no follow up or discharge plan.  This is just a money making hotel for these owners, I highly doubt their 30 
day program has a high success rate.  So please, City of Camas consider your community & it residents 
over these owners looking to make a quick million. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jamie Kobrzycki 
2242 NW Tanner St. 
Camas, WA 98607 
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From: Lan Yu <kim.yu1213@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 12, 2021 1:30 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Concerns about Discover Recovery Drub Rehab in Camas

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Dear Sara,  

 
I am a resident in NW Prune Hill, Camas. On behalf of my family, I am writing to share our concerns with you regarding the proposed 
drug rehab facility in our neighborhood.  
 
To begin with, we strongly oppose the chosen location for a drug rehab business. We have family members who work with drug 
addicts nearly daily and their experience tells us that a lot of drug addicts went through treatment often relapse. They start abusing 
themselves and others again when unsupervised. We are also aware of the common psychiatric illnesses in the social, financial and 
criminal aspects that often go hand in hand with individuals with substance abusing disorders. This means many of those who come to 
the drug rehab facility for treatment, at times, will be unstable, undependable and irresponsible. It aches me to imagine that these 
people will be so close to the students at Dorothy Fox Elementary School. 
 
Moreover, after reading a lot about how Discover Recovery Drug Rehab facility is run in long beach, WA, we don’t believe this facility 
in Camas will have better management. We are afraid the proposed drug rehab will have negative impacts on this community. Before 
we moved to Camas, our house was less than 3 miles away from a Drug Rehab facility in Ridgefield. We had delivery packages stolen 
from our front porch in broad daylight despite that we had cameras. The empty boxes were found behind the drug rehab facility. The 
number one reason we moved to Camas is for our daughter to grow up in a safe environment that Camas seems to offer. We also 
wanted to get away from those petty crimes. We are heartbroken to learn that a similar drug rehab is proposing to open right next to 
the park we visit daily and so close to Dorothy Fox Elementary School.  
 
If this Drug Rehab is approved, I am sad to admit the first thing we will do is selling our house and move. We can’t take the risk when it 
comes to our child’s safety. No matter how well managed, a drug rehab facility is not risk free and should never be allowed to share a 
chain link fence with a school. I question how the addicts will be stopped, by who, from approaching the children when the addicts are 
not in the right state of mind. We do understand there may be a need for substance abusing treatment facilities in the Camas area. 
However, these facilities should be strategically located where no or minimal negative impacts are forced upon the immediate 
communities and no potential harms are imposed on children.  
 
My 3 year old daughter and I often go to Dorothy Fox Park to play and voluntarily pick up trashes around the neighborhood (a photo is 
attached). We are good residents and we truly care about our community. We are also vulnerable people. Therefore, we implore you 
to do a thorough research on the drug rehab industry and its impacts on the communities nationwide, and weigh in the pros and cons 
of placing such a facility right next to a busy public park, an elementary school, a popular church, and in the middle of clustered 
residential homes.  
Last but not the least, we implore you to do everything within your power to stop Discover Recovery’s application from being 
approved.  
 
Thank you for your time and greatly appreciate your help! 
 
Lan  
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DATE: March 12, 2021 
 
TO: Mr. Joseph Turner, Clark County Hearings Examiner 
 c/o Ms. Sarah Fox, City of Camas Senior Planner 
FROM: Brian Lewallen, Counsel (pro bono) on behalf of the Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill 

Partners  
 
RE: Request for Continuance of Discovery Recovery Convalescent Home Conditional Use Permit Public 

Hearing (Project ID: CUP21-01) 
 
Dear Mr. Turner, 
 
On behalf of the Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill Partners, the purpose of this correspondence is to 
respectfully request a continuance of the March 24, 2021 public hearing regarding the Discovery Recovery 
Convalescent Home Conditional Use Permit (Project ID: CUP21-01) at 2213 NW 23rd Ave, Camas, WA 98607.  As 
set forth in this correspondence, good cause exists for continuing this important matter until all interested citizens 
of Camas have had a fair and reasonable opportunity to meaningfully participate in the public review and 
comment process.  A continuance is especially prudent and justifiable in this specific matter considering the 
substantial, reasonable, and voluminous concerns generated throughout the Camas community by CUP21-01.   
 
Good Cause for Continuance 
 
Camas Municipal Code (CMC) 2.15.090 states that, in part, “Once legal notice has been given, no matter shall be 
postponed over the objection of any interested party, except for good cause shown.”  
 
There is good cause to grant a continuance of this matter.  First, Type III permit application decisions “involve the 
greatest amount of discretion and/or evaluation of approval criteria” for hearing examiners. See CMC 
18.55.030(c).  Discovery Recovery is seeking a Type III Conditional Use Permit that has generated significant and 
substantiated concerns among over 1,200 citizens to date, and continues to grow daily.1  2213 NW 23rd Ave, 
Camas, WA 98607 (the “Property”) is surrounded by over two-thousand residential homes and is contiguous with 
an elementary school, community church, sports practice field and community park.  Material concerns among 
Camas citizens include, but are not limited to: deleterious public welfare and safety impacts, detrimental impacts 
to surrounding properties and injurious impacts to nearby City-owned improvements (for example, parents 
removing students from Dorothy Fox Elementary School for enrollment at other Camas School District schools or 
alternative learning environments), and the abject incompatibility of CUP21-01 with adjacent and surrounding 
property uses. Given the amount of concern CUP21-01 has generated among the Camas community, the 
seriousness of the concerns presented, and the precedential effect this ruling will have on future drug and alcohol 
treatment centers in Camas, we respectfully request that this Type III Conditional Use Permit decision be 
continued for a reasonable and appropriate period of time to allow concerned citizens to adequately comment.  
Ruling on CUP21-01 without providing interested and impacted citizens with a full, fair and reasonable opportunity 
to meaningfully participate in the public review and comment process runs afoul of the spirit and purpose the 
City’s public notice and comment procedures set forth in the CMC.   
 
Second, we all are living through an unprecedented chapter of world history, and none have been spared from the 
impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic.  While the City has made efforts to provide notice of this hearing through the 
Notice of Proposed Development signage at the Property, residential mailings, and on Facebook, Next Door, and 
Twitter, many Camas residents learn of cases and controversies in our community by word of mouth.  However, 
the COVID-19 pandemic has made it impractical, if not impossible, for groups of interested residents to gather in-

 
1 See the real time petition signature tracker at:  https://www.change.org/p/stop-drug-rehabilitation-next-to-
dorothy-fox-elementary-school?signed=true.   
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person to discuss this matter, let alone develop a cohesive and cogent response to the CUP21-01 Application.  To 
compound the problem, the Camas Planning Department was notified that the legally required Notice of Proposed 
Development sign, which provided important information such as the proposed site plan and public hearing 
schedule, was removed on or about February 12, 2021 and not replaced until February 26, 2021.  Furthermore, per 
the applicable code regulations, notice mailings were sent out residences within 300 feet from the Property which 
amounted to only 28 residences, as opposed to the hundreds of homes within the Dorothy Fox Boundary Zone 
that are directly impacted by CUP21-01.  
 
Nevertheless, despite the unique challenges presented by COVID-19 and sporadic access to the Notice of Proposed 
Development sign, Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill Partners were able to secure assistance from 
pro bono counsel on March 8, 2021, and such counsel is just now getting up to speed on this matter.  By contrast, 
Discovery Recovery has had legal representation on this matter since at least January 2021, if not earlier.2  A 
continuance would allow counsel a reasonable opportunity to review applicable code provisions, obtain relevant 
rebuttal expert reports and studies to support its clients (e.g., Traffic Study), and help adequately submit 
comments on behalf of the Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill Partners during and after the hearing. 
 
Finally, as noted earlier, over 1200 citizens have signed a petition in opposition to Discovery Recovery’s Type III 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP21-01).  Given the public interest generated by CUP21-01, it is unlikely that all 
interested parties will have reasonable time to personally present their testimony during the scheduled hearing 
date.  There is good cause to issue a continuance in this particular matter to allow for citizens to either personally 
provide present testimony at a future hearing date, or to provide written comments and evidence after the 
hearing has concluded. 
 
For the forgoing reasons, Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill Partners respectfully ask for a 
continuance of a reasonable and appropriate period of time to allow them, their counsel and other concerned 
citizens to adequately prepare for and meaningfully participate in the public notice and comment process 
considering the substantial, reasonable and voluminous concerns generated throughout the Camas community by 
CUP21-01.   
 
 

   Respectfully submitted, 

    /s/ 

Brian Lewallen 

   Counsel, pro bono, on behalf of  

   Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill Partners 

 
2  When determining whether to exercise discretion in granting an extension on this matter, it may be helpful for 
the Hearing Examiner to be aware that counsel for Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance, LLC and Prune Hill Partners is a 
resident of Camas (one of his sons attends Dorothy Fox Elementary School), and has agreed to assist the parties on 
a pro bono basis.   
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From: Isaac M <dizon.isaac@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 13, 2021 12:12 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Opposed to Detox Facility

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Ms. Fox, 
 
I hope all is well. I wanted to reach out to express my opposition to the proposed detox facility at the Fairgate Inn. It is quite 
close to my home. There seems to be an overall lack of understanding about how the facility will operate. The location in 
proximity to the elementary school and park is also of concern since children walk home from school in that area. I think it 
should continue to operate as a retirement home. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Isaac Dizon 
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From: barbara bye <barb-bye@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, March 14, 2021 1:32 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Concern Over Drug Detox Center

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
Dear Sarah, 
 
I am writing as a very concerned parent, grandparent and resident of the Dorothy Fox neighborhood, about the proposal to turn 
the Fair Gates Estate into a drug detox center.  Although, as a health professional myself, I understand and appreciate the need 
for this type of facility, I do not feel this is an appropriate location!!!  I am concerned about kids safely playing at the adjacent 
playground and most importantly, about kids at the adjacent elementary school.  A multitude of security and safety concerns 
immediately come to mind!!!  There are a number of more suitable locations right here in Camas, if that is the desire, to have 
this facility in our community.  Then there’s the concern about the impact this facility will have on the surrounding 
neighborhoods - what kind of traffic will this bring to our neighborhood? how will our property values be affected??  will I still 
be comfortable walking my dog in my own neighborhood?? 
 
Sarah, I hope and pray that we will learn more specific details at the upcoming Zoom meeting - specifics about security plans 
for the facility, number and type of residents, long term plans / plans to expand the services offered and number of residents. 
 
Please consider this as a request for the city of Camas to “Not Recommend” or be in support of this proposal!!!  This is a vital 
issue for the neighborhoods surrounding the proposed location and I pray that our voices be heard and respected. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
Barbara Bye 
2019 NW Sierra Way 
Camas, WA 
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From: Charles Roth <chuckandramona@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, March 14, 2021 2:33 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Discover Recovery Application

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
I was very dismayed when I walked by FairGate Estates and saw the notice about the change that was being considered by the 
Camas City Council for the use of the facility. I was concerned for a couple of reasons. 
 
     The FairGate Assisted Living property shares boundaries with an elementary school. The number of visitors to an assisted 
living facility are usually family and friends and usually come to just visit loved ones. Having a drug rehabilitation facility next to 
the school could attract a whole different type of visitor(s). I know that these people may need and seek help but it is a choice 
they make and at anytime they could leave or they could choose to come and leave the facility and grounds. It is also a “foot in 
the door”. 
Who knows what changes might occur that would increase the traffic in the area or attract a whole different set of residents. 
 
     My other concern is for the current residents of the facility. I am 81 and when I need to go to an assisted living facility I hope 
I can stay in the place I choose until the end of my days. Moving is a very stressful event at any age, but for older people who 
have an established routine and know the staff and the layout of the facility they are currently in would be very hard and 
extremely stressful. Just finding another place to go might be difficult. I would hope that the City would be more caring of their 
senior citizens than to just evict them. 
 
There is a need for a place like Discover Recovery but not next to an elementary school and not at the expense of closing an 
established assisted living facility. 
 
Ramona Roth 
Chuck Roth 
1402 NW Redwood Ln.  Camas 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Ellen Burton

Sent: Sunday, March 14, 2021 7:12 PM

To: Sylvia Plath

Cc: Sarah Fox

Subject: Re: Discover Recovery Long Beach location

Hi Ms. Plath, 
 
The good new is you can speak up which you did. Once I forwarded your research about Discovery Recovery center in 
Long Beach to Sarah Fox, you offically submitted comments. She will include them in the documentation provided to 
the hearings examiner. You can submit additional comments until 5 pm, March 16, 2021 directly to Sarah, 
sfox@cityofcamas.us.  
 
Due to state and local laws, once the city receives a request such as this, city council members can no longer 
comment even if our consituents request it. The city must use the hearings process and examiner to meet the legal 
requirements. 
 
Thank you,  
Ellen 

From: Sylvia Plath <camascitizen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 14, 2021 5:55 PM 
To: Ellen Burton 
Subject: Re: Discover Recovery Long Beach location  
  
Ms. Burton - if our elected city councilors cannot speak up for their constituents, then who can?? 
 
On Sun, Mar 14, 2021 at 2:12 PM Ellen Burton <EBurton@cityofcamas.us> wrote: 
Hi Ms. Plath, 
Thank you for sharing your research about the Discovery Recovery Long Beach location. I'm copying Sarah Fox, 
Senior Planner, who is preparing the documentation for the March 24, 2021 public hearing. A hearings examiner will 
hear the request and comments and then decide how to proceed based on the legal findings. This is your 
opportunity to comment and participate. The city council is not involved.  
 
Here is the information about the public hearing: 
 
https://www.cityofcamas.us/com-dev/page/march-24-2021-public-hearing-discover-recovery-hearing-examiner-
meeting 
 
Thank you for caring about our Camas community. 
 
Regards, 
Ellen 
 

From: Sylvia Plath <camascitizen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 14, 2021 12:50 PM 
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From: Shannon Roberts 
Sent: Sunday, March 14, 2021 10:08 PM 
To: Sylvia Plath 
Cc: Greg Anderson; Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Melissa Smith 
Subject: Sylvia Plath - Discover Recovery Long Beach location  
  
Hello Sylvia,  
 
Thank you for your note which shows a great degree of research. I can appreciate that. 
 
The Camas city council has no input as to whether the active land use application for a rehab facility is approved 
or not.  The Hearings Examiner has sole custody, as it were, of this decision.  
 
The hearing takes place on 3/24 at 5:00 and you will be able to give input there. I encourage you to do so as an 
elected official. Citizen input matters. 
 
For further information I encourage you to contact Sarah Fox, call or email. She has been very helpful with 
previous requests. (360-817-7269.   SFox@cityofcamas.us) 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Shannon Roberts 
Camas City Council Member Ward 1 
509-637-5192 
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To: Greg Anderson; Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Shannon Roberts; Melissa Smith 
Subject: Discover Recovery Long Beach location  

  
  

 
 

 
Camas City Councilors - I thought you should see what Discover Recovery's Long Beach WA location looks like. I am 
curious as to how they have 2.3M to spend on a new property in Camas, but apparently no money to improve their 
current location with some paint and landscaping...I guess that's what happens when you have absentee landlords? 
 
Several neighbors I spoke with have had issues with the facility, including: 

 Overall - they did not get what they were promised in the beginning and they feel conned.  
 They were promised regular community meetings with owners/staff - they have never had one 
 They were promised a fence to help with smoking and people wandering around - which only happened after 

they complained to the city after some time. 
 They were promised that people would not be leaving the facility to wander around (just like us) but patients 

were playing in the street in front of their house, in neighbors front yard and even walking up and down the 
street at night. 

 They were promised that they would be escorted everywhere in the van - they are not. They are regularly out 
(supervised) walking to various stores (which are close by) and they walk to the beach. They even have them 
walk over to the park across the street and they play baseball there. 

 They were promised it would be only men - but it is now co-ed. This has caused one neighbor to catch a 
couple going into the woods behind her house together. 

 They were promised that friends and family would not stop by, but it happens all the time. 
 They were promised no court-orders, but it is a large part of the group. 
 People (both staff and patients) congregate out front smoking and language. Neighbors felt as though they 

were being watched when they leave and were very uneasy. The facility put up opaque film on the windows 
for privacy, but it is now gone. 

 They said that they generally only have one person on at night - and when she went over there she said he 
was basically a "kid" and was just sitting around. Nobody was monitoring security cameras. 

 They only got security cameras after being pressed by neighbors. 
 As of just this month - a neighbor caught a patient that left treatment on camera sneaking into her yard and 

trying to go over the fence.  
 One neighbor talked about hearing someone throwing up so loud she could hear it in her house. 
 One neighbor has the intake employee's home phone number because she has to call him when she sees 

problems. 

Overall, they said that the patients need more space to move around and were very surprised that the owners 
were trying to put it on a relatively small lot adjacent to an elementary school, park, and church with preschool. 
They seemed beaten down by it. This is a lower middle-class neighborhood that has been taken advantage of, in 
my opinion. Discover Recovery has tried to mitigate some issues with the fencing, but it's mostly band-aids - 
like handing out cakes at Christmas to their neighbors.  
 
City Councilors - is due diligence being done by the city?  
 
 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC DISCLOSURE: This e-mail account is public domain. Any correspondence from or to this e-mail 
account may be a public record. Accordingly, this e-mail, in whole or in part may be subject to disclosure pursuant to 
RCW 42.56, regardless of any claim of confidentiality or privilege asserted by an external party.  
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From: Jessica Smith <jrsmith0912@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 9:03 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Detox Center by Dorothy Fox

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Good Morning Ms. Fox,  
 
I'm writing to you today concerning the proposed drug rehab center at the former Fairgate Inn near Dorothy Fox Elementary 
school. Like so many parents, I'm extremely displeased at the idea of this center being opened just footsteps away from where 
so many of our treasured children go to school, and urge the city to deny the application. 
 
I understand that detox and rehab centers need to exist to combat and help the millions of people that struggle with addiction 
to drugs and alcohol across the country. However, citizens of each and every community have a right to have a say in where 
those facilities exist. Having a detox center right next to an elementary school is simply irresponsible and puts us all at risk of 
serious danger. We could all say "that won't happen here," but how many times have we seen bad things happen around the 
country? We have an obligation to prevent something bad from happening before it does. Hundreds of healthy and happy 
families trust their kids to Dorothy Fox Elementary - will that be the same if they are sending their children to an area where 
known drug addicts are just footsteps away? How many families will change the routes their children walk to school out of fear? 
How many families will change schools entirely - going the private school route and no longer supporting the school district that 
we are so proud of? How many families will move out of the Camas community entirely?  Is it really worth it for whatever 
revenue that facility brings to the area? Would YOU send YOUR child to this school, knowing that known abusers of extremely 
addictive drugs are just around the corner? 
 
As I mentioned previously, I know well that there is a need for detox and rehab centers. My father struggled with alcoholism and 
was in and out of treatment facilities for much of his adult life before his disease killed him at the age of 36. He went five 
different times, and it never worked. And while he was there, he was introduced to people with all types of afflictions, and it led 
to my father finding more ways to work around the rules and skirt the system. He was introduced to more substances to abuse. 
He didn't get better - he got better at hiding his problems. There were so many drugs in those centers - it was truly amazing. 
While the proposed facility, if approved, might help some, it will introduce many more people into our community that are there 
simply because they are told to be and not because they want to change. They will bring with them drugs and alcohol and ways 
to break rules and get what they crave. This should absolutely not happen mere footsteps from where our children learn, 
practice sports, and play on the playground. It's an invitation for disaster. 
 
If this situation weren't precarious enough, the individuals that are proposed to run this facility have no track record of success. 
They have been in business at another facility for a mere 3 years, six months of which they have been in lapse of their required 
memberships. Their planned Medical Director will be hours away, and has been formally reprimanded for repeated acts of gross 
negligence. Even highly reputable detox centers have to work hard to overcome huge challenges affiliated with this line of work, 
and it's clear that these individuals aren't up to the task. 
 
I have been a proud member of the Camas community since 2005, and I've always loved that everyone in the community takes 
care of one another. And I've always thought that the city wanted what is best for those communities. I hope that I can still say 
that in a year. I urge you to make the concerns of the community known, and not permit Discovery Recovery to bring addicts 
into our community. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Jessica Smith 

87File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 126 



1

 

From: Sarah Fox

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 1:57 PM

To: 'Lindsy Fagan'

Subject: RE: Proposed CUP21-01

Mrs. Fagan, 
The comments that you submitted from you and your husband have been added to the record.  
 
The municipal code is adopted by Council. Council must amend the municipal code by ordinance and there are periodic updates 
for various reasons throughout the year. You may review the list of ordinances online at 
https://library.municode.com/wa/camas/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=SUHITA.  
 
Additionally, the regulations concerning zoning and allowed land uses (e.g. conditional use permits) can be changed through 
the process described at CMC Chapter 18.51 Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Amendments.  
 
 

 

 
Sarah Fox, AICP (She/Her) 
Senior Planner 
Desk 360-817-7269 

Cell 360-513-2729 

www.cityofcamas.us | sfox@cityofcamas.us
 

 

 

From: Lindsy Fagan <lindsyfagan@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 1:12 PM 
To: Sarah Fox <SFox@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Proposed Drug + Detox Center - NW Prune Hill 
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hi Sara –  
 
I was told that we should be sending letters re: the proposed Discover Recovery drug detox and rehab center to you so that they 
can be compiled for the examiner. I have attached letters from both me and my husband.  
 
I have deep concerns that Prune Hill residents are not being supported in this fight to keep our community and kids safe. From 
what I’ve gathered, it is the examiner that makes the final decision on the CUP, however, where is our mayor and city council at 
in terms of fighting with and for us on this? There is very clearly little to no support for this facility from Prune Hill residents and 
we are looking to our city leaders to step up and be our collective voices.  
 
I would appreciate info on who can address this for us. Thank you for your help. 
 
Lindsy Fagan 
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I am writing in regard to the CUP application for the “convalescent home” on Prune Hill. I’m sure you 

have received numerous letters from Prune Hill residents expressing their concerns, and rightly so. This 

has raised a lot of red flags for those of us who live in this neighborhood and send our children to 

Dorothy Fox Elementary, the school that is directly north of the proposed facility and shares a fence with 

the playground. 

While you may not have a vested interest in our community or our children that attend DFE and walk to 

and from their homes all around the proposed Discover Recovery, we do and to say it’s alarming that 

this application is even being considered is a complete understatement. It is *very* apparent that the 

owners of Discover Recovery have chosen this location (one that borders an elementary school, church, 

preschool, and public park) in order to sell the beauty of our community as the perfect place to kick a 

drug addiction, however, our community does not benefit in one single way. In fact, this only serves as a 

detriment to all of the families here that have lent to building a safe and beautiful community to live in. 

We for one just moved here at the end of last year and would have NEVER purchased a home here had 

we known a drug detox and rehab facility was going in right behind us and next to our kids’ school. After 

speaking with several people, we are not alone in this which is of course concerning when it comes to 

property values and the resale of our home. It is very common knowledge that these types of facilities 

greatly diminish the quality of neighborhoods, lessen property values, and can pose high safety risks. 

Camas residents pay the highest property tax rate in the county and I believe I speak for everyone when 

I say that we do not want our property values affected by something like this. 

We have been doing a lot of research on Discover Recovery and have extreme concerns over the facility 

and the individuals running it. Hopefully you have researched this as well. When pressed for answers, 

the Discover Recovery owners expressed to a neighbor that there is a chance (and is probable) that they 

will be court ordered to treat sex offenders and other criminals. Obviously this is more than concerning 

to us for reasons that I’m sure I don’t need to elaborate on. With the mass voicing of concerns over the 

harm that this could potentially cause, this is an extremely high liability for the city. Considering what 

residents of Prune Hill have gone through to urge the city to not put us in a situation that could directly 

have a negative impact on our safety and security, It will take just ONE incident of negligence and the 

city will have a lawsuit on their hands. Certainly there is a location (*any* location) in Camas that would 

be more appropriate for this type of facility? There is not a single resource near Prune Hill that would 

helpful to a facility like this, which begs the question, why here? It’s actually almost impossible to look at 

this situation and think that the proposed location is a good choice. 

This type of industry in general is far from regulated and it takes little to obtain the licensing to operate 

a facility like this. The owners (who are not local) have very little experience in running this type of 

business and we have yet to find any positive press or encouraging word of mouth in regards to their 

current facility in Long Beach Washington. Even the application alone with the facility under the guise of 

a “convalescent home” has to make one wonder. It’s so very clear that they are using the same 

loopholes as they did in the opening of previous facilities in order to push their application through. The 

detox process is potentially very dangerous. Residents of the program can leave anytime they want, 

putting them out into our neighborhoods in a very bad mental and physical state. There will be no 

security at the facility and the treating physician lives 4 hours away. With one nurse and one front desk 

admin for 15+ individuals suffering physically and mentally, this really feels as though we as taxpayers 

are being put in a very bad position. My husband is a firefighter in a neighboring city and his service area 

includes a facility just like the one being proposed here on Prune Hill. With the police, the fire 
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department runs an immense amount of calls to the facility, mainly because the staff cannot handle the 

patients and the issues that arise when they get angry or resist care. The facilities cannot legally hold 

them there, so they are released into the community. While the facility in my husband’s service area is 

near a couple large developments, it does sit with decent space around the grounds and feels less 

intrusive on the community (we used to live out there). It is not smack dab in the middle of a 

neighborhood and it also does not border any schools, churches, and/or parks, which is the biggest issue 

here on Prune Hill. 

We understand that these facilities are necessary, and for the right group in the right location, I support 

this wholeheartedly. My biological parents were in and out of rehab facilities my entire youth. 

Fortunately, after 30+ years, my mother was able to get clean and stay clean. But it happened when SHE 

was ready and she would be the first to tell you that what goes on in and on the grounds of these 

facilities makes the location EXTREMELY important. The majority of people that enter these facilities are 

dropped off by family and have no desire to get clean and sober, therefore they won’t. These residents 

can check themselves out of facilities and are looking to score the first high they can. In front of a house, 

grocery store, school – it makes no difference to an addict. And no, not all addicts are criminals, but 

plenty are. Our kids here don’t deserve to be exposed to this. The school walking boundary extends all 

around the proposed Discover Recovery facility and the majority of the students at Dorothy Fox 

Elementary walk to and from school. They don’t deserve to no longer be able to walk to school, or have 

their family fear for their safety because of poor decision making by others. There is already enough 

going on in the world that makes us cautious and fearful. Something avoidable like this should not be on 

the list.  

Please, I implore you to ask yourself if this spot on Prune Hill is appropriate. Does the use fit within the 

Camas Municipal Code? Does the facility align with the Camas 2035 plan? What research has the city 

done and what data has the city used to understand how this will affect the safety of its residents and 

also what the implications will be of inevitably lowered property values that will result in a lower tax 

base for the city? These are valid concerns that I hope our city council, our mayor, and the examiner are 

taking seriously. We as tax paying citizens deserve to be heard and there are roughly 2,000 residents on 

Prune Hill that should have a voice in this. 

Respectfully, 

 

Prune Hill Resident, NW 24th Circle 
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I am writing in regard to the CUP application for the “convalescent home” on Prune Hill. My wife, Lindsy 

Fagan, wrote an extensive letter sharing our thoughts and concerns but I wanted to take a moment to 

touch on an issue that I have personal experience with as a long-time firefighter of another district here 

in Clark County. 

The proposed Discover Recovery facility will sit as a neighbor to an elementary school, a church that 

runs a preschool program, and a public park that Prune Hill residents frequent daily. Not only is the 

location in general a horrible choice for everyone but Discover Recovery, I don’t think people quite 

understand what kind of resources these facilities require. While the building is currently occupied as an 

assisted care facility, there are occasionally emergency medical services vehicles going to and from the 

location. Unfortunately, a drug rehab and detox will bring in even more EMS vehicles, but now we will 

be seeing a police presence as well. Based on my experience, I can almost guarantee that there will be 

EMS and police onsite DAILY and you can expect extremely delayed responses to these calls during times 

of inclement weather. What will that look like for those that live nearby? This does not lend to a good 

feeling in our community, not to mention that now more of our resources are being tied up. A facility 

like this should also be in very close proximity to a hospital and other resources, which it is not as Prune 

Hill is miles from anything that would be remotely useful. 

Without going into too much detail, the residents of these facilities are not in a good mental or physical 

state. They are often combative and resistant of treatment. The majority of them have not chosen to get 

clean which only lends to the anger and aggression taken out on staff. We run a high volume of calls to 

the local facility because the staff cannot restrain them and are not well equipped to deal with the 

severe mental health issues often related to getting sober. This can take place anywhere on the grounds 

of the facility at any time of the day or night. Should kids at the school, families at the park, or church 

goers be subjected to this type of nuisance? The residents of Prune Hill, and especially those with homes 

surrounding the proposed locations, are at a huge disadvantage if this CUP is approved. 

We have done quite a bit of research on Discover Recovery and have extreme concerns over the facility 

and the individuals running it. The owners (who do not live locally) do not seem to be well versed in 

operating a facility like this and in an industry that is hardly regulated, this is extremely concerning. The 

fact that the residents can leave the property whenever they decide to and there will be no security 

presence is alarming. They have tried to say all the right things to garner support from our city, but it all 

comes down to one thing – profiting off our community at the cost of our citizens.   

Can you be certain that this spot on Prune Hill is appropriate? Does the use fit within the Camas 

Municipal Code? Does the facility align with the Camas 2035 plan? What research has the city done and 

what data has the city used to understand how this will affect the safety of its residents and also what 

the implications will be of inevitably lowered property values that will result in a lower tax base for the 

city? These are valid concerns that I hope our city council, our mayor, and the examiner are taking 

seriously.  

Respectfully, 

 

Prune Hill Resident, NW 24th Circle 
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From: Barry McDonnell

Sent: Friday, March 12, 2021 4:43 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: FW: Drug Detox Facility - Camas 

 
 

From: Stuart Maxwell <Stuart.Maxwell@smithburgess.com>  
Sent: Friday, March 05, 2021 11:11 PM 
To: Barry McDonnell <BMcDonnell@cityofcamas.us> 
Subject: Drug Detox Facility - Camas  
 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hi Barry, 
 
Substance detox facilities are important and I agree they are required.  
 
Many constituents are extremely alarmed and  very concerned about the potential for a drug detox facility to be located next to 
a busy elementary school and recreation areas.  
 
Most people I've spoken with are struggling to see any benefit or upside in the City of Camas approving this facility use. Can you 
provide have any type of insight into why this location is even being considered for such a facility? 
 
This is the first time I've felt compelled to contact anyone in the City of Camas on a matter and if you have any 
recommendations on what I could be doing to engage with the City of Camas on this matter, please suggest accordingly.  
 
Thanks! 
 
Stuart Maxwell 
360 839 5552 
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Sarah Fox

From: Margaret Koch <margaret_aileen@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 1:55 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Non-Medical Detoxification Center is Incongruent with Past Fairgate Use

 Dear Ms. Fox, 

I understand that the agency Discover Recovery has submitted a Customary Use Permit request to use 2213 NW 23rd 
Avenue, Camas, Washington as a non-medical detoxification center. As a mother of two children who attend the 
adjacent Dorothy Fox Elementary School, I am writing to urge the Examiner to deny this request at the March 24, 2021 
hearing (or subsequent date should the meeting be delayed). 

Please understand that I fully support and applaud one’s initiative to seek medical help for a chronic substance use 
disorder. I have had someone close to me undergo this process. I watched as her chronic addiction led this medical 
professional and mother of three down a course of shoplifting, jailtime and ultimately, suicide. For this reason, I 
strongly believe that drug detoxification should be done under the supervision of full-time onsite medical staff. I also 
believe that detoxification centers should employ 24-hour security personnel to keep struggling patients safe. 

Yet Discover Recovery’s business plan does not fit this model. In fact, the agency intends to have just two daytime 
staff members – neither of whom are proposed to have medical or security expertise – to oversee an estimated 15 
patients. Such a proposal is negligent.  

Additionally, according to the National Institute on Drug Abuse, when recovering from a substance use disorder, “a 
person’s ability to exert self-control can become seriously impaired.” Further, NIDA states that “brain imaging studies 
from people addicted to drugs show physical changes in areas of the brain that are critical for judgment, decision-
making, learning, memory and behavior control.” And yet, Discover Recovery is asking to detoxify patients falling 
into this category directly next to the Dorothy Fox Elementary School and the Dorothy Fox park. I feel that placing a 
non-medical, unsecure center of this kind in direct proximity to children is reckless. 

Our community has welcomed and supported Fairgate Estates as both a Bed and Breakfast and an Assisted Living 
facility. But bringing in a for-profit drug detoxification unit is not congruent with previous uses of the property. It is 
misplaced next to an elementary school and park, and I fully believe that were it not for the already-established 
building, the City of Camas would not propose to place a center of this sort at this location. Prune Hill does not have 
any public transportation lines. It is not close to – or even within walking distance of – any services such as grocery 
stores or restaurants. Further, Fairgate Estates sits on just a small parcel of land. Where then, will Discover Recovery’s 
patients – who will not be permitted to drive cars – recreate or seek out services?   

Finally, I take issue with the fact that Discovery Recovery is not coming to Camas to assist Camas’s residents with 
potential addiction disorders. This proposed center is marketing itself solely to out-of-town professionals who would 
come to Camas due to its proximity to Portland. Exploiting our city in this way without offering assistance to our own 
residents is unacceptable. 

In closing, I reiterate my request that the Examiner deny Discover Recovery a permit to operate at the Fairgate Estates 
location. For the reasons listed above, I feel that allowing a detoxification center of this nature to open at this proposed 
location is misguided and incongruent with past uses of the property. 

91

 

Sincerely, 
 
Margaret A. Koch 
Camas resident 
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Sarah Fox

From: Brett Nelson <allvespa@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 1:45 PM

To: Sarah Fox; Thomas@discoverrecovery.com

Subject: Rehab facility - Discover Recovery

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
So, I have specific requests regarding Geography and Community. 
What it is: 
A convalescent home definition from Google: (The related adjective convalescent means "recovering from sickness or debility," 
and a "convalescent home" is a hospital for long-term recuperation and rehabilitation.) The intent of this facility is geared 
towards "drugs, alcohol, and other substances". The name is misleading and found it was on the edge of assisted living 
(convalescent) and other facilities across the US tends to gravitate towards elderly care. I'll call this a drug and alcohol rehab 
facility as it seems closer to the purpose. 
 
Where it is: 
Prune Hill, Camas WA. Heading to prune hill, and you'll also find a gas station, another church down the road....and not much 
else in a very residential neighborhood. The current facility is next door to an elementary school and a church. I'd hazard a guess 
at 95%+ residential for Prune Hill area. 
 
 
How does this benefit the community?  
I realize there is a growing pandemic of drug overdosage in the US - is it exceptionally high in the Prune Hill area? This property is 
right next door to an elementary school and a church....so does the question of purpose play an even greater role when 
considering the proximity to pillars in American society?  
 
 
Purpose 
McDonalds? - (private sector thought process) 
For a business thought process, I suppose McDonalds, being a private enterprise, could apply to put a restaurant here. To me, it 
wouldn't make much sense as there probably isn't much volume in traffic...but gosh, there are lots of kids in the area and they 
do have that playground at some of the bigger McDonalds.  It's next to a church, so you do have the crowds that want to go 
somewhere after church. So, for a McDonalds....whilst it would be a bit of an eyesore to see it, would make some sense and 
might even have a high amount of traffic from the church and elementary school.  
 
Overall reaction - not a fan, but assume kids and church goers might like it. 
 
---- 
City planner for government 
So, if this facility were a government facility, would a city planner place it touching the grounds of an elementary school and 
church in a neighborhood that is 95%+ residential?  I guess there is some sort of thought process into where to put hospitals, air 
ports, elementary schools, prisons, and other government facilities go. What is the thought process here?  Surely an expert in 
city planning can give guidance here. 
 
Overall reaction - well, I don't know much about drug rehab centers, but Thomas and Christopher will have lots of rules and 
cameras as preventative measures...so not sure if a govt run facility that requires that much "monitoring" would be a good idea. 
 
---- 
What's in it for the community, Thomas and Christopher, for a rehab center?  
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I've read the description from Thomas Feldman and Christopher Paulson regarding purpose and it's reassurances with regards to 
what "precautions" are being taken. So, I can't help but be more startled when the letter of intent and overview includes 
precautions. Why put it in a predominately residential neighborhood touching the grounds of an elementary school and 
church?  Does Prune Hill have a drug problem? People who have a drug or alcohol problem...yikes, why here again? 
 
---- 
Big money in recovery. 
I'm going to assume there is bigger money here and Thomas and Christopher see some benefit for their clients to borrow from 
the Prune Hill and Camas brand. I'm hopeful that we can ask fundamental questions of benefits to the community, perhaps 
advice from a city planner and get the missing page of benefits for Prune hill from Thomas and Christopher on why this facility 
right next door to an elementary school and church is a good idea. "We’ll make sure there’s lots of cameras and they don’t 
leave unsupervised" is my final thought to who’s being kept here and the message to the community. My guess is Thomas and 
Christopher probably realize there are better places for this, but I guess I don’t see hidden agenda as to why. Money?  
 
Regards, 
Brett 
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From: Peter Lu <peterlu@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 3:08 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Comments on Discover Recovery (File #CUP21-01)

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Please direct this to the Hearing Examiner who would be considering this application.  
 
As a concerned neighbor of Camas, I do not believe Discover Recovery's application should be approved under the Conditional 
Use Permits for Convalescent Home. 
 
According to the Criteria under (18.43.050) for granting the Conditional Use Permits: 
A.The proposed use will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare, or injurious to the property or improvements in 
the vicinity of the proposed use, or in the district in which the subject property is situated; 
 
The proposed location will be materially detrimental to the public welfare in the following ways: 

 Increase risk of crime which is very different from the existing use, which is an elderly assisted living place. study has 
shown that there compare the detox rehab to the crime rate of a liquor store. which is not something that we should be 
placing near an elementary school. 

 Conflicting information on the security: it is presented that both the treatment is voluntary, which means people can 
leave at any time, as well as a well-secured place, where they have a 24 hour watch and everyone will be checked in 
every 30 minutes.  a place is either voluntary or confined, you cannot have both.  If it is voluntary, then the risk is high 
for the neighborhood as they cannot detain anyone from wanting to leave, which is extremely risky.  If it is confined, 
then under Clark county rule, it cannot exist near a school zone. (e.g. in discoverrecovery-camas.com it mentions that 
"Residents are prohibited from leaving the property per program guidelines...")  

o https://www.codepublishing.com/WA/ClarkCounty/html/ClarkCounty40/ClarkCounty40260/ClarkCounty402601
80.html 

o "Residential care facilities or residential care homes housing justice offenders and/or residents subject to partial 
or full confinement shall not be located within three hundred (300) feet from existing schools or licensed 
commercial day care centers, as measured from property line to property line at the time of siting of the 
residential care facility or home;" 

 Public welfare is jeopardized as it only shares a small chain-link fence with the elementary school and park.  If there are 
people smoking outside, it directly jeopardizes the health and well-being of the childrens and neighborhood.  Again, but 
if they are not allowed to do so, then it's a confinement which should not exist nearby school. 

 Compared to existing of what it is zoned for, there will be increased complaints and needs for police presence - which 
data can be obtained from their existing Long Beach, WA location on the # of local complaints and concerns. 

 It will be materially detrimental to the overall property values of the surrounding properties; in addition, residents will 
choose to leave the neighborhood and city because of this decision (see 1000+ petitions that have been signed in 
Change.org). 

 
B.The proposed use shall meet or exceed the development standards that are required in the zoning district in which the 
subject property is situated; 

 The proposed use is a misuse of the definition of convalescent home.  Majority of people who suffer from abuse of 
drugs, alcohol, and other substances suffer from other mental related issues.  If the facility is staffed by medical 
professionals, clinical professionals, and other professional staff throughout its operations, and that there are 30-minute 
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checks are performed with all patients, then it should be designated as an acute setting and mental health should be 
catered to it as well. 

 Exhibit E is misleading - It cannot compare itself to a purely assisted living place (Kent Place), elderly care home (Camas 
Hills Care Home), certified colon hydro therapists and massage therapists (Julie's Hands of Care), or a post-acute and 
rehab care for physical therapy, occupational therapy and speech therapy (Prestige Care & Rehab).  Even with the 
closest one of Prestige Care & Rehab, it is located at a more appropriate location nearby public transportation and retail 
stores 

 
C.The proposed use shall be compatible with the surrounding land uses in terms of traffic and pedestrian circulation, density, 
building, and site design; 

 Exhibit F is misleading - It should be compared to existing traffic patterns, which for the majority of the elderly assisted 
living residents, it is far more longer term than the average of 30 days duration. 

D.Appropriate measures have been taken to minimize the possible adverse impacts that the proposed use may have on the 
area in which it is located; 

 The adverse impact this will have on the surrounding neighborhood has not been provided, no safety procedures have 
been provided, no impact study has been done to the increased police/fire resources needed, no property value adverse 
impact studies have been done, no impact or perspective from school and educators have been weighed in.  Simply 
stating that 24 hours camera and 2 staff, which are not even trained in security, are simply not sufficient to address the 
neighborhood's concern on how the adverse impact this would have.   

E.The proposed use is consistent with the goals and policies expressed in the comprehensive plan; 

 This is misusing the definition of Senior and Special Needs Housing.  There is a difference in what age, health, and 
disability vs more serious types of rehabilitations.  One can also consider prison as a type of rehabilitation, but it is not 
allowed to be next to a school.  Sexual addiction is also a type of rehabilitation, but it is also not allowed to be next to a 
school.  Drugs also cannot be allowed to be next to a school.  There is a place and purpose for everything, and a drug 
rehab, which has no guarantee that court mandated placement for sex offenders would not be accepted, which is a 
violation against the area and compromises the overall safety of children. ("Unless required by law, Discover Recovery 
will not admit any registered sex offenders at its facility.") 

 
With reasons mentioned above, I do not believe this should be approved, and they should find an alternative location.  Also, the 
burden of proof is not from the residents, but on the applicants to satisfy these criteria.  ("H.    Burden of Proof. Except for SEPA 
appeals which are governed by RCW 43.21C.075, the applicant shall have the burden of proving by substantial evidence 
compliance with applicable approval standards. Where evidence is conflicting, the examiner shall decide an issue based upon 
the preponderance of the evidence.") 
 
 

93File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 136 



1

 

From: Alyssa Wyckoff <larrabee11@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 7:44 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: The Drug Detox Near Dorothy Fox

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

To Whom It May Concern,  
 

I am writing as a resident of the city of Camas. I stand against the drug detox center by Dorothy Fox Elementary 
School. I do not believe the location for this business is appropriate given the direct next door neighbor is an 
elementary school that has a large majority of its student population walk to school. This makes me uncomfortable to 
feel the City is willing to put children at risk if they allow this business to move forward.  I understand the need for 
drug detox centers; however, I object to its location.  
 

With concern,  
Alyssa Wyckoff 
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From: Andrea Mcnickle <andreamcnickle6@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 8:24 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug rehab center by Dorothy Fox

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
Good evening, 
 
We live a couple of blocks from where the rehab center is supposed to go in. My elementary age children pass right by the 
proposed rehab center building on their way to school in the morning and afternoon. My children also go to the Dorothy Fox 
park with their friends on afternoons and weekends. We moved to Camas to live in a safe community for our children so that 
they would be safe venturing out. If this rehab center goes in it will no longer be safe for my children to walk to school or go to 
the park and this greatly saddens me. Please do the right thing for our children and deny their application. 
 
Regards, 
Andrea McNickle 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Arlette Schuett <arlette.schuett@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 7:48 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Camas: No Drug Detox/Rehabilitation by Dorothy Fox Elementary School 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Ms. Fox: 
 
I hope you are doing well. We live near Dorothy Fox and are not in favor of having a drug rehab facility in our neighborhood and 
especially by a school and right in the center of a neighborhood. Placing a rehab center in the middle of a family oriented area 
makes no sense.  We are constantly trying to teach our children to stay away from drugs or addiction and here we are saying it is 
ok because we have a great place to go. This undermines what we are trying to accomplish as parents.  I also am concerned for 
the safety of the children. Our priority should always to think of how this will affect or impact the children in this community 
knowing they are the future. At the end of the day we need to put aside the financial situation and think about what you are 
doing to the children, the value of the houses and the neighborhood. I am begging you to please vote against having the rehab 
center in Camas.   
 
Thank you.  
 

Arlette Schuett 

503-798-2176 
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Sarah Fox

From: Caren Frank <carenfrank@comcast.net>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 8:00 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Proposed Drug Rehab Center 

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
Hello Ms. Fox, 
We would like to express our opposition to the plans for a Drug rehabilitation center to be housed in the old Fairgate Inn.  While 
we understand there is a need for Drug Rehabilitation Centers, this is not the right location for this business.  The Fairgate Inn 
backs up to Dorothy Fox Elementary and Prune Hill Park.  Both are extremely busy areas with lots of families and children using 
the area. 
 
It is our understanding that the City already has laws that prevent certain businesses from being located next to Elementary 
Schools, can you please explain why this business is different?  What kind of drugs will be housed onsite? How are drug rehab 
businesses regulated in Washington/Camas to insure the public (children)is safe and not exposed to patients going through 
crisis?  Will smoking be permitted on the grounds and next to the park and Elementary school boundaries? 
 
Prune Hill Park is a family friendly, walking community that loves their green space and parks.  A Drug Rehabilitation Center 
does not promote a family atmosphere.  We vehemently oppose this business moving into our community. 
Regards 
Caren and Chris Frank 
2021 NW 32nd circle 
Camas, WA 98607 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: CVS <cherivonne@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 6:49 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug rehab/detox on Prune Hill

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hello,  
I wanted to add my thoughts on the possibility of a drug rehab facility on the top of Prune Hill, next to an elementary school, 
park and church. 
 
I have some experience with drug rehabs and drug addicts.  Without going into a lot of detail, I know that patients can leave the 
facility at any time and the rate of leaving early is very high.  When someone is struggling with addiction, oftentimes, they will 
steal anything they can to get money to buy more drugs.  I believe a rehab will bring more crime into our neighborhoods.   
 
My daughter was an addict and she would steal from anybody she could to get that next fix.  Her boyfriend was the same.  I had 
to change my alarm system and lived in fear.  She went to rehab, promised to stay for 3 months and left after 2 weeks.  More 
patients leave rehab early than those who stay.  In fact, the percentage of those who stay and are recovering is very low. 
 
Please, let's work with the city to find a location for this facility away from those who are vulnerable.  I believe if something were 
to happen, a lawsuit would be a potential result after all this community is doing to stop this. 
 
Thank you 
Cheri Emery 
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From: davemorita@aol.com

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 10:03 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug Rehab/ Detox Center Opposition

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Dear Ms. Fox,  
This is to inform you my wife and I are opposed to the Drug Rehab / Detox Center by Discover Recovery proposed at 2213 NW 
23rd Avenue.  We live in the Belz Place neighborhood, very close to this location and do not feel this type of facility is appropriate 
to have near Dorothy Fox Elementary School and Playground.  

The Discover Recovery's own website (discoverrecovery-camas.com) states they are taking measures to address 
potential concerns and to minimize possible negative impacts on neighbors, such as: 
 
* Residents are prohibited from leaving the property per program guidelines unless there is a scheduled outing. 
* Visitation by family and friends of the residents is not allowed at the facility at any time. 
* Residents at the facility are not allowed to use, park, or otherwise operate vehicles 
 
The fact that Discover Recovery needs to implement these measures for those in their "care", only highlights why this facility 
should not be in proximity of an elementary school and playground with so many children. 
 
The Conditional Use Permit should not be approved for the Detox Center.  Thank you.   
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Dave Morita 
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Cara Helmke & Darin Camin 
814 Northwest 35th Avenue 
Camas, Washington 98607 

 
March 15, 2021 
 
Ms. Sarah Fox 
City of Camas Senior Planner 
616 Northeast 4th Avenue 
Camas, Washington 98607 
 
Dear Ms. Fox: 
 
We are writing you today to share our concerns for the Discover Recovery conditional use permit 
application with the City of Camas Planning Division staff. We are Camas residents who live within 
walking distance of the facility’s proposed Northwest 23rd Avenue location. 
 
Like many neighbors on Prune Hill, we do not feel this location is appropriate for a substance abuse 
addiction treatment center. Its position immediately adjacent to an elementary school, park, church, 
and residential neighborhood feels like a disconnect in zoning and planning. Patients undergoing drug 
detox, and potentially suffering from withdrawal symptoms, will be within feet of numerous school-aged 
children. Nearly 1,400 people have signed the Change.org petition opposing this facility in this location. 
A different location on a larger lot not near a school, park, or residential neighborhood is appropriate. 
 
We also feel that Discover marketing the business as a ‘convalescent home’ for purposes of zoning and 
public relations is misleading to residents. As someone who works in healthcare (Cara), this term is 
typically synonymous with a skilled nursing facility (SNF), nursing home, or long-term care facility that 
provides sub-acute care and post-surgical or post-injury rehabilitation, mostly to elderly patients. It is 
rarely associated with a drug and alcohol detox and rehab facility. We anticipate the hearings examiner 
will perform appropriate review to ensure opioid detox for drugs including heroin and fentanyl would be 
legally included in this classification. 
 
Finally, we question the motives and character of Discover’s founders. Neither Thomas Feldman nor 
Christopher Paulson is a local resident. They are seeking a permit to establish a for-profit business in an 
industry known for insufficient government regulation and oversight. Despite Discovery’s advertised 
intentions, we have no guarantee of how the facility will be run once established. The founders show a 
lack of good judgment with their unprofessional and disturbing social media posts. 
 
Thank you for considering resident feedback in this conditional use permit application. We value Camas’ 
quality of life, safety, and environment and appreciate the City’s efforts to safeguard our community. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Cara Helmke & Darin Camin 
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From: Ian McNickle <ianmcnickle@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 10:44 PM

To: Sarah Fox; Ian McNickle

Subject: Rehab center by Dorothy Fox

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hello Sarah,  
 
I wanted to write to you concerning the proposed rehab / drug treatment center by Dorothy Fox elementary.  
 
I live a couple blocks from Dorothy Fox and have two of my kids currently attending the school. We walk our kids to school and 
go right past this building all the time. After school many of the kids play on the playground directly next to the building. I cannot 
think of a worse possible location for a rehab facility in Camas than being so close to hundreds of family homes with kids, and 
directly next door to an elementary school and a church (that also has kid programs). 
 
I am a business owner so I am all for businesses in local communities. I am also for rehab type programs, but the location 
matters a lot. This rehab center should be moved to somewhere else in the area that is not so close to an elementary school. 
 
 
I have no idea how this idea was approved but this is a terrible idea!! I have spoken to so many parents around here who are 
furious about this decision. This decision must be changed. It is inconceivable to me how anybody serving the city of Camas 
could agree to something like this. 
 
I'm sure I can safely say that I speak for most of Prune Hill by saying we strongly disagree with this rehab center going in next to 
our kids' elementary school!! 
 
What can be done to stop this process...?? 
 
Thanks. 
Ian 
--  
Ian McNickle 
2109 NW Beauchamp Ct, Camas, WA 98607 

101File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 144 



1

 

From: Laura Szeliga <lszeliga@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 10:09 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug Rehab Center Proposal

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

To Whom this May Concern: 
 
I am writing to express my concern about the proposal to allow a drug rehab center to move into the building next to 
the Dorothy Fox Elementary school at 2213 NW 23rd Street here in Camas.  I live a few blocks away from this address 
on Forest Home Lane, and I often run past this building on runs through the neighborhood. 
 
I read many of the comments posted by other local residents that expressed a lot of fear, especially for the children 
that attend the elementary school next door. Indeed, many of the stories including this one reported by NPR earlier 
this year paint a scary scenario for the potential impact of unregulated rehab centers on the local neighborhood. 
 
As Addiction Deaths Surge, Profit-Driven Rehab Industry Faces 'Severe Ethical Crisis' : NPR 
 
I recognize the need for drug rehab in our society, however, why take the chance in this particular case? Public safety 
needs to remain a priority, and the location of the proposed center is indeed very unfortunate.  I value living in a safe, 
family friendly community, and we shouldn't take the risk, especially with our young children. I do not support the 
drug rehab center moving into the neighborhood at this location. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Best, 
Laura Szeliga 
lszeliga@gmail.com 
917-459-6182 
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From: Laura Crowley <lcrowley1959@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 8:30 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: No on Detox Facility on Prune Hill

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
My name is Laura Crowley and I am writing you because I am highly concerned about the possibility of having a Drug 
Treatment center literally one and a half blocks from my home where I reside in Camas Washington. 
 
I have been a resident on Prune Hill for the past 20 years. We have raised our two adopted children in the same neighborhood 
for twenty years; our children started kindergarten at Dorothy Fox and then graduated from Camas high school. We have 
immensely enjoyed living in this beautiful, safe, caring community and are more than grateful to have raised our family in this 
safe neighborhood. 
 
Because I am so appreciative and thankful to live in a community such as this, I feel it’s imperative to speak up and show my 
concern regarding allowing a Detox Facility to move forward just merely down the street from where I live, where we raised 
our family. Where are new grand baby will live and play and maybe one day also go to Dorothy Fox Elementary. Not to mention 
the property taxes we’ve faithfully and generously paid over these past 20 years to live in such a great community we call 
“Home”. 
 
I have been employed at a high risk OB ultrasound  clinic. Everyday of my life for the past fourteen years I see what the impact 
of IVDU does to mothers, unborn babies, families and friends. What stands out the most is that I see return patients that tried 
rehab and failed- only to return with yet another unexpected, unplanned pregnancy. Another struggling drug addicted mother 
exposing her unborn baby to the effects of herion, meth and/or other easily accessible illicit drugs. 
 Unfortunately, more often than not, my drug addicted patients return yet again, but this time with handcuffs and are escorted 
by a jailer due to theft or domestic violence or both because they failed detox, caused a crime and wind back up in worse shape 
than they did the first go around. I’m not saying that everyone that goes thru rehab fails- I do see a handful  successful people 
who completely changed the coarse of their lives and have become sober after multiple durations of treatment, but the 
majority will never get over their drug habit. That is a true fact. 
 
Knowing the drug crisis that we face in our society, in our community I personally would like to see more successful treatment 
programs with larger turnouts of sobriety. As a whole, we should never give up hope on those who are in so much pain that 
they turn to to the life of addiction- for whatever reason- that there should be a place for them to go- to get the help they so 
desperately need- to give them a new chance in their life, in their kids life...in the life of their families. I’d like nothing more than 
to see sober, productive parents being successful in their daily lives. 
 
You see, I am very compassionate about this because not only do I work in a place where I see how much drug addiction 
impacts the lives of others-I know first hand as I’m in a unique situation where I adopted two very beautiful drug addicted  
babies who were given that second chance of life, one that their drug addicted parents could not. In fact, unfortunately this 
past year my 23 yr olds mother finally overdosed and died after fighting her drug addicted demons for the majority of her 32 
year life. I know how difficult it is and what it’s like to be involved  with this divesting disease of drug addiction, to watch my 
daughter morn for a biological mother who she never got to know due to her drug addiction. 
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But placing a Detox Treatment facility in a safe, friendly caring neighborhood is not the answer. This is not an ideal place for a 
detox treatment center.  Not when there are so many other empty local and more accessible buildings available in Clark 
County. This is not ok. Here in our small community of Prune Hill we have dog walkers, runners, hikers, bikers, little children 
playing and kids on skateboards. Families frequenting the park, gatherings on the school grounds, elderly folks who enjoy 
stepping out into their yards feeling safe and secure as they tend to their gardens. The Harvest Community Church just around 
the corner from my home has an Easter Egg hunt every year on the empty field surrounding the church. This is a family friendly 
community where people know one another. I’ve never had to warn my children about about finding syringes and used needles 
on the church grounds or in the park or strangers trespassing on our property. Or consider car theft in my driveway or someone 
breaking into our home or our garages to steal whatever they can get their hands on or tonscope out our homes for a mere fix! 
And how about people setting up homeless camps and  tents in our local park? Is that going to happen too?  Is that going to be 
exceptable also? What next? Unfortunately there is a whole lot of other possibilities that tie into allowing a detox facility into a 
clean and wholesome  community such as Prune Hill. 
 
We are a caring community who look after one another. This is not the neighborhood for a Detox facility. And a detox facility is 
not the same as a nursing or assisted living facility- totally different traffic and totally different type of people coming in and 
going up and down our hill. 
 
In closing I just want to say-No! Not acceptable! Find another building. Find another site! This is not ok. I’m praying and hope 
that this and all the other letters written here are highly taken into consider regarding this very sensitive matter and that after 
much review there will be No Detox Treatment facility in our small neighborhood. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: LAS <laaliv@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 7:44 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: No to residential treatment center

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
I personally do not feel that a residential treatment center should be allowed within the same school grounds. Isn’t there a law 
that prevents substance users and dealers to be restricted from a certain distance from school children.   
 
 
Leah Ann Sperl  
1154 NW 23rd Ave Camas WA 98607 
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From: Lesley Hahn <alohatransplants@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 6:45 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Addiction service center petition

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Aloha,  
 
 
     I am writing in opposition of the Addiction treatment center plan next to Dorothy Fox Elementary school. I recently moved 
from the island of Oahu, Hawaii to Camas. We specifically moved because we believe Camas, Washington has the best 
reputation as far as schools and providing a safe knit community for our children. I strongly oppose the development of this 
proposed treatment center directly next to Dorothy Fox Elementary school. By doing this you are allowing an unstable and 
unsafe environment for our children. We can no longer trust our environment and school community with the knowledge that 
there are unstable individuals right next door. I would have never moved here knowing this was in the future. Please reconsider 
this decision. This will provide an unsafe environment for our children. I am completely and whole heartedly against this. 
 
 
Concerned and afraid mother of two  
At Dorothy Fox Elementary, 
 
Lesley Hahn 
 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone 
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From: Marilyn GRAHAM <mrg10granny@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 10:02 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Camas bringing Drug detox Center close to elementary school

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

I don't believe it is right for Camas bringing Drug detox Center close to elementary school. Drug Detox 
Centers should be placed within the area where drug users are located. The one planned for Camas is in a 
residential neighborhood with many families and children living across the street and nearby.  
   
Marilyn Graham  
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From: Matt Dykema <dyshores107@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 4:04 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Discover Recovery

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
 
Dear Sarah Fox,  
 
I am writing to express my concerns over the proposal for Discover Recovery’s 15 bed treatment center on NW 23rd ave.  
 
I live in the Belz Place neighborhood just steps away from the address above. I live there with my wife and three children. We 
moved to Camas, WA a few years ago and decided to make it our forever home because of the amazing schools and 
neighborhoods. We intentionally moved directly next to Dorothy Fox because we will have a child walking to school for the next 
10 years.  
 
My number one concern is the safety of my children. A rehab center treating drug addiction directly next to an elementary 
school is a disaster waiting to happen. There are safety concerns for our children, financial ramifications for surrounding 
neighborhoods and eventually, undoubtedly, litigious difficulties. There are several negative influences a rehab center may bring 
to the community; all of which are unwanted and unnecessary.   
 
If this center comes to fruition it will drive myself and others away from Prune Hill and Dorothy Fox Elementary; which would be 
a shame for the longevity of the community.   
 
I am against the proposal to develop a convalescent home next to my children’s elementary school.  
 
Thank you for your time and attention.  
 
 
Regards,  
 
Matt and Paula Dykema 
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From: Megan Chyterbok <maggierabe@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 11:26 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Discover Recovery Conditional Use Permit

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
To whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing first as a concerned Camas resident, but foremost as a concerned Dorothy Fox Elementary parent. I am opposed to 
any approval of the Conditional Use Permit allowing a detox center to operate out of the former Fairgate Estate. 
 
While this type of facility provides vital services, the proposed site in a residential area and next to an elementary school, is not 
an appropriate location. 
 
My main concern is safety. First, while the Discover Recovery website states: “The ingress and egress to the Discover Recovery 
site is off of NW 23rd Avenue at the south of the property while the school is accessed off of NW Sierra Street at the east. 
Programming for the Discover Recovery operations does not include any activities at the adjacent park or school property” 
there is, in reality, very little to no separation beyond a chain link fence between Dorothy Fox Elementary and the proposed site. 
And, while the website also states: “Residents are prohibited from leaving the property per program guidelines unless there is a 
scheduled outing. Residents are to remain on-site and are supervised for off-site outings. Transportation to and from the facility 
and to and from off-site activities will be monitored and group outings will be limited” it is my understanding of these facilities 
that residents cannot be kept in the facility by force. What is stopping a resident, who is suffering from substance abuse and 
going through the detox process, from climbing over the chain link fence and walking into the elementary school where my 
three children are everyday? The safety of our community’s children should be the only priority. 
 
Second, the Discover Recovery website goes on to claim: “Discover Recovery has taken measures to address potential 
concerns and to minimize possible negative impacts on neighbors.” Well, I have now had to have conversations with my nine 
and seven year olds explaining what a drug detox center is, and what it means for a person to be detoxing or seeking treatment 
for substance abuse. I would say Discover Recovery has already negatively impacted my sons, who would otherwise not have 
been exposed to such a mature subject matter had this location not been pursued. 
 
Third, their website, again, states: “In addition, Discover Recovery does not expect to admit any registered sex offenders to the 
proposed facility. Unless required by law, Discover Recovery will not admit any registered sex offenders at its facility.” Ask 
yourself: would you want a detoxing sex offender to be living only yards away from your children or watching a playground full 
of minor children playing at recess every day? Not only is this site right next to a school, it is in the middle of a neighborhood 
where countless children reside. 
 
It makes me sick to my stomach to know we live in a world where my children have to practice lock down drills in elementary 
school. Regardless of the necessity to practice these drills, it is beyond comprehension that our community leaders would 
allow a facility to open right next door that has even a remote possibility for the students at Dorothy Fox to have to put that 
practice into use in the event of a real life lock down because a detoxing resident suffering from hallucinations walks into their 
school. 
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To reiterate, I do believe this type of facility provides vital services to those suffering from substance abuse. However, I strongly 
believe the proposed site next to Dorothy Fox Elementary school is not an appropriate location. Any person believing otherwise 
and standing to make a financial gain from this facility, is willing to sacrifice the innocence and safety of not only my three 
children, but all the children living in our Camas community. 
 
Regards, 
 
Megan Chyterbok 
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Attn: City of Camas Planning Division 

Sara Fox - sfox@cityofcamas.us 

Cc: Camas Mayor, Barry McDonnell -  bmcdonnell@cityofcamas.us 

 

Re: FILE NO. CUP21-01 Discovery Rehab Center  

Dear Ms. Fox,  

I am writing regarding FILE NO. CUP21-01, an active application with the City of Camas to open a 

rehabilitation home at the current Fairgate Estate site.  

I, like nearly every neighbor and parent, am extremely concerned about this location being approved to 

treat detoxing individuals – some possibly also sex offenders – with zero regard for the many children 

who play at the park or walk to/from school.   

I completely support legitimate, well-run centers that choose business locations that do not compromise 

our most vulnerable population.  This, unfortunately, is nothing close to that.  

I have three main points to communicate:  

1. Home value impact and desirability of neighborhood  

2. Safety of our children  

3. Unethical nature of for-profit rehabs and specific ethics concerns with these owners and doctors  

First, there are now several studies published that illustrate a clear impact to home values up to a 17% 

decrease in home value for nearby neighborhoods (all references included below).  The area around 

Dorothy Fox happens to be one of the most desirable areas in Camas for many, given the school’s high 

rating and low crime statistics.  People pay a premium for these homes and Camas benefits greatly from 

home values increasing and tax revenue coming along with it.  The domino effect of the rehab could 

create a decrease in demand and an increase in inventory – leaving savvy homeowners wondering if 

they should continue to invest in this community that did not do anything to protect interests of its 

vulnerable population. Less tax revenue means less funding to keep the schools so exceptionally ran – 

decrease in school ratings equals decrease in demand for Camas.  And Discovery may be starting with 15 

beds but as a for-profit business they will constantly be looking for an increase in revenue stream – up 

to 50 beds are possible.  

Second, I cannot fathom how any responsible business owner would select this location with the school 

proximity and being nestled into a very tight knit and safe community (clearly, they have no connection 

to Camas and have no reason to care about these impacts, only profit.) I have two young children; one is 

a first grader at Dorothy Fox and the other will attend Kindergarten starting next year. Living so close to 

the school, many children can walk home in groups without a parent because this was part of being in a 

safe and tightly knit community.  This facility is ruining this experience for thousands of children for 

many years to come.  Parents will fear safety and children will require supervision or car pick up 

meaning less time outside getting exercise – being kids without the constant fear that just one 

unpredictable individual could make an erratic decision (as detoxing individuals can do).  What kind of 

violence and chaos can we expect?  Unfortunately, there is no way to know with certainty what the first 

incident will be.  Will it be violence?  Will a child witness drug use?  Will children see the fears of their 
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parents and be impacted in ways we can’t possibly predict? Why should we traumatize children to 

benefit the pockets of investors looking for a return above all else?  What happens if someone jumps 

the 5' fence into the school playground? Is the school going to go into a lockdown situation? 

There could be many totally preventable and traumatizing incidents as a result, and just one is too 

many. If just one child can be protected, is it not worth it to fight this application to the very end?  Your 

citizens are ready to support you in every way including legally.   

Lastly, it is a huge red flag that the owners have no ties or interests in our community, the nearest 
attending doctor is 3 hours away and has a history of abusive practices (Dr. Martin Clos): In December of 
2002 he was reprimanded and placed on probation for 5 years for "gross or repeated acts of negligence; 
and ORS 677.190(25) prescribing controlled substances without a legitimate medical purpose, or 
prescribing controlled substances without following accepted procedures for examination of patients, or 
prescribing controlled substances without following accepted procedures for record keeping or without 
giving the notice required under ORS 677.485". Discover Recovery's webpage states that they are a 
current member of the National Association of Addiction Treatment Providers. (The NAATP is one of the 
only agencies that oversees the drug rehab industry); however, Discover Recovery let their membership 
lapse in September 2020.  The ownership of this business has shown with existing centers that they 
market and promote them as destinations to enjoy what the city has to offer, no indication that they will 
not be going off property.  The owners also have shown bad judgement by posting pictures of 
themselves armed with guns on social media profiles.  They simply lack good judgment and reasonable 
levels of integrity needed to safely run a detox, and the evidence continues to illustrate this.  

Do they care about running a center that protects our community?  Our children? Our investments?  

The answer is absolutely not. These are investors eager to maximize return – nothing else.  

Thank you for your consideration.  

Regards,  

Julie Melton, Jason Melton, Connor (7 years old) & Camille (4 years old)  
 

1500 NW Redwood Court 
Camas, WA 98607 
melton.juliea@gmail.com  

References:  

https://magazine.realtor/daily-news/2014/10/17/treatment-centers-can-impact-home-prices 
 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1vGm2ztMGF6Rx_S-vvYoYuZ9FoXJF7r_c/view 
 
https://techmedweb.omb.state.or.us/Clients/ORMB/OrderDocuments/MD18059.20030116.SO.pdf 

The Fairgate Estate listing on Loopnet.com highlights 
"Buy and build 50+ beds to leverage existing assisted living license" 
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From: Pat Whalen <pat.whalen@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 4:48 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Cc: Barry McDonnell; Greg Anderson; Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; 

Shannon Roberts; Melissa Smith

Subject: No detox facility at Dorothy Fox

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

Ms. Fox: 
 
I am writing as a new Camas resident to express my extreme opposition to approving a conditional use 
permit allowing a drug detox facility right next to an elementary school.  Even writing those words seems 
crazy, as such an idea should be seen by anyone as obviously unreasonable.  Children aged 5 to 12 would 
literally share a fence with a facility housing people who could leave the facility at any time. 
 
While it may be appropriate to have some sort of rehab facility in Camas, this location is singularly 
inappropriate.   
 
I have heard that there is some concern that the city could be  subject to suit if the permit is denied.  Has the 
city thought about the liability it may have if anyone is every injured by someone at the facility?  Has the city 
considered the loss in tax revenue that might come with inevitably depressed property values?  Most 
importantly, has the city considered whether this type of facility is properly located IN THIS PARTICULAR 
NEIGHBORHOOD?  Is there is a need for this type of facility, is there really nowhere else in Camas that 
would be more appropriate? Nowhere else that would present less of a danger to children? 
 
Patrick Whalen 
2149 NW 28th Avenue 
Camas WA 98607 
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From: Sam Woo <needforspeed168@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 6:28 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: No Drug Detox/Rehabilitation by Dorothy Fox Elementary School

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
To Whom It May Be Concern, 
It will be no safe for the kids in school. 
 
Best Regard, 
 
Sam 
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From: Sharon Frye <sharprice47@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 8:48 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug Rehabilitation Facility next to Dorothy Fox Elementary School

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hello Sarah,  
 
I am writing to express my concern regarding the proposed Discover Recovery Facility at Fairgate. I have concerns regarding the 
location of this facility, so near both a church and an elementary school.  
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Frye 
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From: Shyam Bal <shyambal@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 10:44 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: No Drug Detox/Rehabilitation by Dorothy Fox Elementary School

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Shyam Bal K Balan 
2439 NW 22nd Ave, 
Camas, WA 
 
16-Mar-2021 
 
Sarah Fox 
Sr. Planner 
City of Camas, WA 
 
Dear Sarah, 
 
I am writing to voice my objection to the proposal of Drug Detox/Rehabilitation by Dorothy Fox Elementary 
School due to following concerns: 
 
1. It is inappropriate for Drug Detox/Rehabilitation next to an Elementary School, especially that 80% of kids in 
this school are living within 500m radius and walking to school. This included my son who was walking and Riding 
Bike to school when he was in Elementary school 
 
2. My 2 teenage kids still go to Dorothy Fox park to play and hang out with their friends and as Parent, I have 
serious concerns for their safety that not only the park is next to proposed Rehab facility, they have to walk past 
the proposed facility to get to Park. 
 
3. My house is a stone throw away from the proposed facility and have serious concerns that such a facility will 
have serious impact on my house value and bring bad reputation to the peaceful neighborhood that we currently 
have. 
 
4. The increased risk to safety of my children, their friends and the neighborhood is not a compromise for 
operating drug detox/ rehab facility next door. 
 
5. Why not find a better location to operate a drug detox/Rehab facility at a safe distance away from School that 
does not Risk safety of the kids, families and neighborhood to make it a win-win? 
 
Regards, 
Shyam Bal 
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From: splashmontana@yahoo.com

Sent: Monday, March 15, 2021 7:37 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug recovery center near Dorothy Fox school

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
Dear Sarah, 
 
I would greatly appreciate your help stopping the Drug Recovery Center from taking location near my children’s school, 
Dorothy Fox Elementary. My children walk to school by themselves and are at an age they can play outside by themselves. It 
would not be safe for them to do this when there can be criminals near the school. I agree, treatment is needed to help people 
affected by addiction. Having it so close to a school is not safe to do. Please don’t put out children at risk. We moved to Camas 
for the safe community and good schools. Having this facility so close to our home would make our family want to move. 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Sarah Yabui 
2543 NW Cascade St 
Camas, WA 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Greg Anderson

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 1:16 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Fw: Discover Recovery police logs

Attachments: DiscoverRecoveryPoliceLog.pdf

FYI-the record 
 

From: Sylvia Plath <camascitizen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 11:11 AM 
To: Greg Anderson; Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Shannon Roberts; Melissa Smith 
Subject: Discover Recovery police logs  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
City Councilors - I know that you cannot make any decisions, but you represent this city and I thought you should see 
the police logs pulled for Discover Recovery's other center.  
 
I heard that the police logged more calls when it was assisted living - probably for things like dementia patients and 
assistance.  
 
I bet it wasn't for individuals outside cutting themselves with scissors or patients breaking furniture yelling "take me 
to jail" or patients leaving the facility with 3 arrest warrants... 
 
specifically pages 9, 12,13,14,17, 18 of the attached report. 
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Joe Turner: Sarah Fox

When I heard that Fairgate Estates might become a rehab/detox facility, I was open-minded. I thought that the Rehab Industry 
was well-regulated and medically-based. I was wrong. Featured last month on NPR  https://www.npr.org/2021/02/15/963700736/
as-addiction-deaths-surge-profit-driven-rehab-industry-faces-severe-ethical-cris  was an article detailing abuses within this 
system. These lines caught my attention:
 “The federal government, meanwhile, plays little role setting or enforcing professional or medical guidelines for    
 residential addiction care. Many rehab programs are “accredited” by private companies that review their operations in  
 exchange for a fee.... ‘The addiction treatment industry is really suffering from a lack of standards,” said Dr. Paul Earley,  
 president of the American Society of Addiction Medicine.’”

That led me to the NAATP, one of the only regulatory bodies for the addiction industry, and the first logo that Discover Recovery 
had listed on their website. They were not a member. Confused, I called the NAATP and found out that Discover Recovery’s 
membership had lapsed last September, over 6 months earlier. 
 In the time since then, my eyes have been opened to the utter chaos that is the Rehab Industry. How it is impossible to tell 
good facilities from bad actors. How hard people work to get into treatment. How a community does not know what happens 
behind closed doors. Then I asked: should this business be sharing a fence with my child’s elementary school?
 I found other neighbors that also were doing research. We pulled together items we found and it gave us great pause. Some 
of those things I believe directly relate to the code.

18.43.050.   A. The proposed use will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare, or injurious to the property or 
improvements in the vicinity of the proposed use, or in the district in which the subject property is situated;

8.06.020  Neighborhood Preservation: Purpose and Scope 
The purpose of this chapter is to promote the health, safety and welfare of the citizens of Camas, Washington, and 
to protect neighborhoods against hazards, blighting, and deteriorating influences or conditions that have a negative 
impact on families; encourage social disorder and crime; and decrease area property values, by establishing minimum 
standards for the maintenance of all residential and nonresidential buildings and structures, and vacant and improved 
land.
• Study concerning rehabilitation centers neighborhood safety by the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health 
https://www.jhsph.edu/news/news-releases/2016/violent-crime-lower-near-drug-treatment-centers-than-other-commercial-
areas.html equates the occurrence of violent crime surrounding a rehab center to that of crimes which typically occur near 
liquor/corner stores. Replacing an elderly assisted living facility with a level of crime associated with liquor stores is a  
net increase in crime.
• According to Long Beach police logs obtained by neighbors, several disturbing incidences have occurred at Discover  
Recovery’s Long Beach location SEE EXHIBIT A:
 “5/26/2019 - Dispatched to a report of a suicidal man with a pair of scissors. He was reported to be cutting himself...was  
 upset but not suicidal. He sometimes hurts himself to simulate the rush of heroin.”
 “1/20/2020 - The female I was dealing with on my last call XXXXX XXXXX, had left. She did not have to be there but they  
 asked for a welfare check. I found her at 16th North SR 103...I told her she had 3 warrants and if we dealt with her she  
 would go to jail.”
 “1/21/2020 - Report of a male subject having a breakdown at the rehab center.”
 “1/28/2020 - Partial owner of the above facility Thomas Feldman wanted to thank LBPD for all the hard work they do,  
 he found out that one of their ex-patients broke into a neighbors shed and he wanted to pay for the victims loss.”
 “10/7/2020 - Discover Recovery requested a welfare check on voluntary patient...who walked away from the facility after  
 consuming alcoholic beverages today...was obviously intoxicated and was having difficulty walking....I transported XXX  
 back to Discover Recovery...While I was still on-scene, XXX attempted to depart on foot again and was detained by the  
 treatment center medical staff. XXX then laid down on the ground and appeared to pass out....A short time later, XXX ran  
 from the treatment center again....admitted to drinking alcohol today, smoking marijuana, and possibly smoking crack.”
 “10/12/2020 - breaking things in her room and walking around the facility. RP stated that she pushed him as well....kept  
 stating “just take me to jail,” “What do I have to do for you to take me to jail?”....started breaking the dressers...cussing at  
 the ER staff and kept trying to walk around the facility.”

Should this business be sharing a fence with my child’s elementary school?
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12.32.145 - Personal conduct. Engage in any violent, abusive, loud, vulgar, obscene or otherwise disorderly conduct, or to 
disturb or annoy park patrons in any park. 

9.32.050 - Public disturbance noises 2. The making of any loud or raucous sound within one thousand feet of any school, 
hospital, sanitarium, nursing or convalescent facility, which unreasonably interferes with the use of such facility, or 
with the peace, comfort or repose of persons therein. 
• In addition to the Police Reports illustrating multiple disturbances previously mentioned. Letters from neighbors at the Long 
Beach facility speak to loud noises day and night. SEE EXHIBIT B 
 “Their clients will play outside on the road in front of our driveway and even if they aren’t playing in front of our driveways,  
 they are very loud, and profanity can be often heard. Their outside hours also happen late at night, the traffic doesn’t slow  
 down at night either. There is language used by their clients that we prefer our children not hear so we try to limit our  
 children’s outside time to our backyard.” “there is loud talking outside/playing ball on the streets at times with yelling but  
 mostly profanity in our once quiet neighborhood which has several young children and a park”  

Should this business be sharing a fence with my child’s elementary school? The neighborhood park?

8.06.020 by establishing minimum standards for the maintenance of all residential and nonresidential buildings and 
structures, and vacant and improved land. 
• According to several letters from Long Beach location, we have concerns of a history of Absentee Landlords and proper 
building maintenance: SEE EXHIBIT C
• “The building appears to be unhealthy for anyone to live in. There are 6 pumps on the roof to help maintain the water level 
on the roof. I have heard staff talking about leaks in the building where leaks have not been before and they covered the black 
mold with many gallons of Kilz paint.” 
• “We were promised many things...a full fence around the building 8/10 ft, building facelift, strictly male attendance, no court 
appointed clients, windows would have a special covering for privacy and a tight lid on noise control. So forward a year and 
upon looking at the building, traffic has increased, there is no fence up for neighbors privacy or clients, the poor buildings roof is 
leaking something fierce”  
• “the fence should have been a top priority, patients stare over when they are out there and it makes me uncomfortable” 
• Looking at the photos of the exterior of Long Beach facility I question the ability of the new owners to maintain Fairgate 
Estates to the state that is required of the Camas code. If they have money to purchase Fairgate Estates, why does the Long 
Beach facility look so haphazard? Landscaping? Junk on the front sideyard visible from the street? Clearly the facility in Long 
Beach would not be up to code if placed in the current Fairgate Estates location.

Bad Faith?
• Neighbors at their Long Beach facility were promised many things, as is being promised to the Camas community. Several 
neighbors in Long Beach discussed their dissatisfaction after living next to the facility for two years. Concerns included:
• Neighbors at the Long Beach learned about Discover Recovery’s attempts to expand by purchasing wetlands behind their 
facility for expansion only after reading about it in the local paper.
• After learning about the possible expansion, several wrote letters to the city (attached) that 
• “this business has filled the street with unwanted commotion” 
• they were promised “firstly a neighborhood meeting, a full fence around the building 8/10 ft, building facelift, strictly male 
attendance, no court appointed clients, windows would have a special covering for privacy and a tight lid on noise control. So 
forward a year and upon looking at the building, traffic has increased, there is no fence up for neighbors privacy or clients, the 
poor buildings roof is leaking something fierce” 
• “We have never had the neighborhood meeting promised to work with the center to be a good neighbor.” 
• “Since the rehab has opened I have experience people living at Discover Recovery running thru my yard since the fence that 
was promised has never been completed.” 
• The fence was finally completed two years after the promise date of opening. Discover Recovery has yet to put up privacy 
film on their windows or upgrade the look of the building. They put in a new roof that is now leaking as neighbors say.

116
File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 181 



Is Discover Recovery a Convalescent Home?
In their application, Discover Recovery defines Convalescent home on page 5 of their application using the Webster’s dictionary 
definition as 
“’convalescent’ means “recovering from sickness or debility: partially restored to health or strength.”1 Further, the ordinary 
meaning of “convalesce” means “recovering from sickness or debility.”2 In sum, the goal of a convalescent home is to simply get 
a patient well enough to return home.
 Specifically, Applicant will provide care and treatment services for up to 15 individuals seeking to recover from the abuse 
of drugs, alcohol, and other substances. Applicant’s care and treatment services do not include surgical, obstetrical, or 
acute illness services. Rather, Applicant focuses on providing a therapeutically planned living and rehabilitative intervention 
environment for the treatment of individuals. As such, Applicant will provide services to support the needs of individuals 
struggling with substance abuse disorders. Accordingly, the proposed use is characterized as a “convalescent home” consistent 
with City code.”

• However the services that Discover Recovery lists on their website https://discoverrecovery.com/programs/medical-detox-
program/ are rehabilitation AND detoxification from substances. A definition of Detoxification can be found at the National 
Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI)  https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK64119/
“Detoxification is a set of interventions aimed at managing acute intoxication and withdrawal. Supervised detoxification may 
prevent potentially life-threatening complications that might appear if the patient was left untreated.”

Medical Detoxing is Acute Care
According to the World Health Organization  https://www.who.int/bulletin/volumes/91/5/12-112664/en/
Acute care is defined as “Acute care must also be clearly defined. Standard medical definitions for acuity emphasize the singular 
attribute of time pressure. Acute services therefore include all promotive, preventive, curative, rehabilitative or palliative actions, 
whether oriented towards individuals or populations, whose primary purpose is to improve health and whose effectiveness 
largely depends on time-sensitive and, frequently, rapid intervention…. The term acute care encompasses a range of 
clinical health-care functions, including emergency medicine, trauma care, pre-hospital emergency care, acute care surgery, 
critical care, urgent care and short-term inpatient stabilization”

• The detoxification services rendered at Discover Recovery are not in fact Chronic or Sub/Acute, but Acute in nature and 
therefore do not qualify as a Convalescent Home under current zoning codes. Screengrabs from Discover Recovery’s own 
website show the seriousness and time-sensitive nature of their services:
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For these reasons and many more, I am very concerned about the precedent being set allowing this permit to move 
forward. How far will the pendulum swing from residence to bed and breakfast to assisted living to rehab/detox? How 
far from the original zoning is allowed to happen?

I ask again - should this business be sharing a fence with my child’s elementary school?

The more I’ve learned about this industry the more I am committed that Camas should have it’s own facility. Staffed by 
top-notch medical professionals on-site, licensed both addiction medicine and mental health. It should treat our local 
citizens, not just high-end clients from out of area. And the location should be determined by the city, not a highly profitable, 
unregulated industry run rampant with abuse, run by out-of-town owners. If Discover Recovery truly wants to help Camas, 
they should have no problem with the city finding them an appropriate location. Anything else, in my opinion, is using 
Camas as a marketing piece to line their pockets to our detriment.

Please see the following pages for Exhibits A, B and C.

Sincerely,
Heather Gulling
Camas resident since 2013
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EXHIBIT A (CONT)
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EXHIBIT A (CONT) 116
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EXHIBIT B (CONT)

To City of Long Beach: 
 
This letter is in response to the possible sale of land on 8th ST N. by the city of Long Beach 
 
When the neighborhood learned of the sale of the nursing home we were told the new owner (Discover Recovery) would be working with the neighbors. We have 
never had the neighborhood meeting promised to work with the center to be a good neighbor. 
 
When I purchased my home on 8th ST one of the things I loved about it was the quiet neighborhood and the respect all of the neighbors have for everyone. We 
have enjoyed having the deer, bear, beaver and other animals stroll thru the yard along with numerous varieties of birds that visit. Will this continue? 
 
Since the rehab has opened I have experience people living at Discover Recovery running thru my yard since the fence that was promised has never been 
completed. Some of the fence installed has blown over during wind storms. It is now leaning into our yard. The neighborhood has experience people yelling, 
throwing items, garbage not contained and dragged into yards, clients going thru neighbors yards and have been seen on camera. Traffic has increased in the 
area. People have been observed climbing in and out of windows. It has been my understanding that the most clients so far at the facility have been 20, with a 
license for 40. I can only expect more issues to occur. 
 
The land proposed for sale would double the land the rehab already currently uses. The building appears to be unhealthy for anyone to live in. There are 6 pumps 
on the roof to help maintain the water level on the roof. I have heard staff talking about leaks in the building where leaks have not been before and they covered 
the black mold with many gallons of Kilz paint. 
 
It is my understanding the land proposed to purchase is wet land. Therefore, is the plan to build it up to only build a lawn for outside activity or to later use it to 
build a new center? If by making any changes to the current wetland will this cause extra water issues on the land around it? 
 
There are concerns of this possible sale: 
 

1. Increase noise level ( people yelling, swearing, ball bouncing) 
2. Increased traffic and traffic noise 
3. Poor maintenance 
4. Land value decrease 
5. Disrespect for neighbor’s property 
6. The animals that call the wet land area home. 

 
With all these concerns would you welcome this in your neighborhood? 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter 

Re-typed due to low resolution.
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EXHIBIT B (CONT) 116
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EXHIBIT C - Front street views of Discover Recovery, Long Beach WA 116
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March 15, 2021


Bisturis Family

Camas, WA  98607


Hearing Examiner: Discover Recovery CUP request

℅ Sarah Fox

City of Camas Planning Division

616 NE 4th Avenue

Camas, WA 98607 


Hearing Examiner,  


We are writing to express our profound concern about Discover Recovery’s land use 
change request to a Convalescent Home for the Fairview Estates Property located at 
2213 NW 23rd Avenue in Camas. It is well known that Discover Recovery will use the 
property for a drug and substance abuse recovery center. We do not feel that 
approving this land use change request is in the best interest of our community 
because its proposed location is adjacent to an elementary school and community 
park, and there is a lack of regulation of addiction recovery centers such as the one 
proposed making it virtually impossible to keep our community—and most importantly 
our children—safe. 


The proposed location for Discover Recovery is next to an elementary school, 
community park, church and neighborhoods. One playground at the elementary school 
sits within 50 yards of the proposed center. Children play at this park and walk home 
past this location to and from school and the park. Many parents have expressed 
concern and voiced that they will no longer allow their children to practice 
independence by walking home or playing at the park on their own if the recovery 
center opens. It is a serious matter when community members voice concern 
about their safety.  Moreover, Discover Recovery’s selection of this location for a 
recovery center is questionable: this location will not provide easy access to many of 
the community resources and services needed to support Discover Recovery’s clients. 
This location does not provide a bus line, or easy access to other community 
resources, nor are any essential services within walking distance.   

The principals of Discover Recovery are from outside our community with no invested 
interest in the impact their proposed facility will have on our children and 
neighborhood. Selecting a location next to an elementary school tells us they do 
not value our community. No one with a long-term commitment to our community 
and schools would propose this. Recovering addicts in the community have even 
posted on NextDoor that they would not recommend that a drug/alcohol treatment 
facility be located next to an area frequented by children due to the vulnerability of 
such a location. Detox is not an easy process and how it impacts a patient’s mental 
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state is unpredictable and uncontrollable. It only takes one incident to change a life, 
lives and a community forever. We feel these investors are driven by profit and not 
respect for our community or they would have taken a different approach and 
chosen a more suitable location.      

We understand the need for medical centers to assist people in recovering from 
addiction. But from what we have read and understand, Discover Recovery is not that. 
It is purely a for-profit treatment center operating in an industry with very little 
government oversight. Recently there has been substantial research and concern 
voiced about the quality and ethics upheld by this type of treatment facility. Please see 
Exhibit A for a NPR article titled, “As Addiction Deaths Surge, Profit-Driven Rehab 
Industry Faces ‘Severe Ethical Crisis’.” 


Discover Recovery, also known as Tranquility Partners formed in mid-2018 has been 
operating another facility in Long Beach, Washington since January 2020, only a little 
over a year.  On the discoverrecovery-camas.com Frequently Asked Questions page 
the company says, “The facility will be staffed with 24 nursing (RN or LPN) along with 
24-hour support staff, in addition, we will have licensed therapists and medical doctors 
on site during the day to provide treatment services.” This poses many important 
questions, are doctors and therapists on site everyday to support its clients 
rehabilitation? Is there at least one full time doctor designated to the facility? It also 
states that two employees will be onsite at night, one nurse and the other would 
presumed to be security? Later on it says, The facility will lead to the “creation of 
approximately 20 jobs.” The numbers provided do not appear to be in agreement. 
Clarity on the numbers of nurses, doctor(s), and security professional(s) on site 
per day and night would help provide a better picture of staffing and how this 
facility plans to operate in supporting its clients and our community. Answers to 
these questions will help shed light on how serious the facility takes the 
rehabilitation process and safety of our community. Further, reading through the 
website sections on Oregon and Washington it talks about the various tourist 
destinations within the region in which the facility operates. Facility information on 
the Discover Recovery website at times reads more like a travel brochure for a 
retreat than a serious medical treatment facility. Is this business going to provide 
and serve our immediate community, mostly visitors, with the quality care needed 
to actually recover?     

The language used on Discover Recovery’s website is unsettling, leaves room for error 
with little accountability if an unsafe event were to occur. Most worrisome is that the 
facility would have voluntary admittance. What happens when someone is in the midst 
of detox and decide they want to leave? Where do they go, and in what state of mind?  
Patients at the detox center could seemingly come and go as they please, wandering 
to the school park mere yards away in a possible dangerous state. What agreement 
will be in place between Discover Recovery and its clients to ensure they stay on 
facility grounds? 
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In a Camas Post Record article entitled, Substance Abuse Treatment and Recovery 
Center Proposed for Camas, published on 2/18/2021, a representative of Discover 
Recovery said it, “has taken measures to address potential concerns and to minimize 
possible negative impacts on neighbors, “including prohibiting residents from leaving 
the facility without a pre-approved, scheduled outing…” What steps are required to be 
approved for an outing and what kinds of outings can be taken? There are just too 
many questions and no room for error when the location is a stone’s throw from 
an elementary school.  


Another concern are the clients housed at the facility. Discover Recovery’s Camas FAQ 
website attempts to address the question of weather or not registered sex offenders 
could receive services at its location. The site says:  “In addition, Discover Recovery 
does not expect to admit any registered sex offenders to the proposed facility. Unless 
required by law, Discover Recovery will not admit any sex offenders at its facility.” This 
statement leaves room for error and is very unsettling. Does Discover Recovery do a 
background check on every patient? And what contractual or legal arrangements 
might Discover Recovery have that would require it to admit sex offenders or 
patients with criminal records for crimes against children?


Discover Recovery states, “We do not currently have any plans to expand the facility 
beyond 15 beds.” This statement leaves room for this facility to grow beyond 15 beds if 
their plans change—presumably leaving our community with no say over that 
expansion. If this land use change request is approved does our community have 
any say over growth that also brings increased risk to our community? 

These are the questions we would like detailed answers to beyond the high-level 
responses Discover Recovery has posted on its information page in response to 
community concern. We feel our safety is at risk, specific and detailed safety protocols 
should be provided. 


- What is the protocol for a client who decides to voluntarily leave the facility without 
completing treatment?


- How is a “scheduled outing” defined?  Presumably patients will be allowed outside 
for fresh air and exercise—what process would be in place to keep them from the 
park, school, and nearby neighborhood? 


- How will the facility be staffed? What will daily medical support by doctors look like? 
And what will security staffing look like?


- What process is used to vet a client before allowing them to enter treatment? What 
kind of background check is completed?


- Under Camas City’s definitions, does a rehabilitation center even fall under the 
definition of Convalescent home? This appears to be taking advantage of a potential 
loophole. 


From our research we do not feel that Discover Recovery is committing to maintain or 
uphold an appropriate level of safety given the proposed location. This facility brings 
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increased risk into a very vulnerable area of our city. Please take into consideration 
that 1,300+ residents in the Camas area have signed a petition urging that this 
request not be approved. This impressive grassroots effort has happened in a few 
short weeks with much of the community still unaware of this proposal. 


We recently moved to the Camas community because of its’ focus on family, its’ 
strength, and quality schools. Placing a rehab facility next to Dorothy Fox 
Elementary weakens the safety of the school and directly impacts the desirability 
of its’ surrounding neighborhoods. Operating a recovery center at this location is 
irresponsible. If Discover Recovery must locate in Camas, please help direct them to a 
more suitable location—not one next to an elementary school or park. 


The potentially devastating risks that come with locating a drug rehabilitation facility 
next to an elementary school and neighborhood park far outweigh the benefits that the 
facility may provide. Discover Recovery can open a treatment facility in a lot of 
locations—but Dorothy Fox Elementary School cannot simply relocate if the 
rehab facility proves to be dangerous. We ask you to make the right decision for our 
school and children and support the overwhelming sentiment of our community to 
reject Discover Recovery’s application.  Thank you for your consideration.  


Concerned Camas community members, 

The Bisturis Family 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Exhibit A: As Addiction Deaths Surge, Profit-Driven Rehab Industry Faces 'Severe 
Ethical Crisis'

February 15, 2021
Lynne Sladky/AP
As the nation's addiction crisis deepened, Tamara Beetham, who studies health policy at 
Yale University, set out to answer a simple question: What happens when people try to 
get help? 

Her first step was to create a kind of undercover identity — a 26-year-old, using heroin 
daily. Using this fictional persona, her research team called more than 600 residential 
treatment centers all over the country. "We'd kind of call and say, I'm looking to, you 
know, start treatment and kind of go from there," Beetham said. For people suffering 
addiction, this can be a life-or-death moment. Studies show that getting high-quality 
medical care can make a huge difference, leading to long-term recovery and a healthier 
life. So what Beetham's team found was troubling. 

"A lot of people believe instilling a work ethic in people with substance abuse disorders 
will cure them, but what we found is that these programs don't work for most people," 
says reporter Shoshana Walter. 

According to their peer-reviewed study, published in the February issue of the 
journal Health Affairs, many for-profit rehab programs charged inflated fees and used 
misleading sales practices to attract patients without evaluating their actual medical 
needs. 

It turns out the people answering the phones at for-profit rehab programs when 
Beetham's team called typically weren't nurses or therapists. They often weren't asking 
medical questions at all. They were sales people using aggressive marketing tactics to get 
credit card numbers while demanding a lot of cash up front, averaging more than 
$17,000. Researchers found the sales pitch at for-profit clinics often focused on things 
that have nothing to do with medical care. 

"It used to be a spa for the rich and famous," a rehab program sales person told one of 
Beetham's researchers, according to notes of the conversation provided to NPR. "It's got 
all this extra stuff, outdoor and indoor pools, five-star chef, massage, acupuncture." 

Despite the high price tag, however, Beetham's team found most programs don't provide 
evidence-based care using medications such as buprenorphine and methadone. "We 
actually found less than a third of the programs offered medication maintenance 
treatment, which is the gold standard of treatment," she said. 
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These findings, based on data collected in 2019, come as far more Americans are dying 
from drug overdoses during the pandemic — more than 81,000 last year, according to 
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 

An addiction gold rush 

Experts interviewed by NPR say this problem — residential rehab programs operating 
more like luxury spas or used car dealerships — is an unintended result of the 
Affordable Care Act. 

A decade ago, the ACA mandated that private insurance programs cover people 
suffering addiction. It's a widely praised reform that helped many patients find 
healthcare as the opioid epidemic exploded. But it created a kind of addiction gold rush, 
says Dave Aronberg, state attorney for Palm Beach County, Fla. "You had all these bad 
actors descend on the legitimate recovery community to take advantage of people in 
recovery and exploit them for their insurance," Aronberg said. So many for-profit rehab 
clinics and "sober homes" opened in his area of South Florida that Aronberg created a 
task force to investigate allegations of corruption, insurance fraud and other abuses. 

"It's the Wild West," said Assistant State Attorney Alan Johnson, who leads the task 
force. "The good providers were being driven out of business by these rogue bad actors.” 
Johnson described a case he investigated in 2017 in which parents sent their daughter to 
South Florida for treatment. "She was in Florida for seven months, and she overdosed 
and died," Johnson said. "They got their statement at the end of the year. Their 
insurance company was billed for $660,000." 

Fear, greed and little government oversight 

Experts say there are many good recovery programs, but families and desperate patients 
trying to find help say it's often impossible to tell legitimate rehab programs from 
unethical ones. "It's a very hard system to navigate," said Ryan Hampton, who spent 
years trying to get help for his addiction to prescription opioids and heroin. 

He said his family "was preyed upon by unscrupulous treatment centers." He said they 
borrowed money and maxed out credit cards to pay his rehab bills. Hampton has been 
in recovery for six years and works now as an advocate for people with substance use 
disorders. He said much of the industry is still shaped by two forces: greed and fear. 
"You've got a highly unregulated addiction treatment industry on the greed side," he told 
NPR. "And then you've got fear on the other hand which are families, people who need 
help right away." 
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In recent years, some states including Florida have tightened regulations on rehab 
programs, but rules and requirements vary wildly from state to state. Academics, 
recovery advocates and government officials told NPR that roughly half the states 
provide little or no meaningful oversight over the industry. The federal government, 
meanwhile, plays little role setting or enforcing professional or medical guidelines for 
residential addiction care. 

Many rehab programs are "accredited" by private companies that review their 
operations in exchange for a fee. But the Health Affairs study found many of those 
rehab programs still use hard-sell marketing practices. "We actually found ones with 
accreditation were more likely to recruit patients with inducements and without full 
clinical evaluations," Beetham said. 

Efforts at reform within the industry 

"The addiction treatment industry is really suffering from a lack of standards," said Dr. 
Paul Earley, president of the American Society of Addiction Medicine. He said many 
care providers, along with advocacy groups, are working to improve and standardize 
addiction programs to be more science-based. "We believe once ethical well-meaning 
treatment programs begin adopting these standards, it will eventually marginalize bad 
actors in the treatment field," Earley told NPR. 

But there's frustration over the pace of change. In 2019, a trade group called the 
National Association of Addiction Treatment Providers published a report 
acknowledging "a severe ethical crisis" in the recovery field. Ethical standards at many 
rehab programs were so poor that the organization purged "numerous members of the 
association at considerable financial loss," according to the report. 

Peter Thomas, NAATP's director of quality assurance, said the new study in Health 
Affairs shows there's still a lot of work to be done. "I do think that it's still a problem," 
Thomas told NPR. "The hard sells, the deceptive marketing practices, fraudulent 
billing.” Some who have worked in the for-profit rehab industry agree the culture is still 
often driven by profit rather than proper medical care. 

"It's horrific, there isn't really any reform," said Dr. Howard Samuels, who ran high-end 
rehab clinics in California until last year. He still maintains a private therapy practice for 
people in recovery. According to Samuels, it's often impossible for patients to know 
which programs offer appropriate care for their type of addiction.  

"You don't know what you're going to get because when you call the admission for 
treatment centers they'll tell you whatever you want to hear," he said. 
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Samuels said his programs did provide high-quality recovery care. But he acknowledged 
charging high rates for spa-like amenities — horseback riding, fine cuisine and 
swimming pools — with no proven therapeutic value. "I'm one of the first people who 
created that," Samuels told NPR, noting that rates at his in-patient programs ran as high 
as $60,000 a month. "You have to seduce the client in by having nice accommodations." 

In fact, studies show for many patients, far less expensive nonprofit residential 
programs or even outpatient addiction care can be equally as effective. 

Where are the doctors? 

Many of the experts interviewed for this story point to one needed reform: expanding 
the role of doctors, physician assistants and other trained medical professionals in 
addiction care. "The addiction treatment industry is a cottage industry," said activist 
Ryan Hampton. "We need full integration into the health care system." 

The idea is that doctors should guide patients suffering substance use disorder, just as 
they would individuals facing other life-threatening illnesses. This view has grown 
rapidly in recent years, as research-based treatments have gained ground in a field long 
dominated by programs based on spiritual and ethical concepts. "Addiction treatment is 
health care, and it should be obtained in the same way that other specialty services are 
— you should get a referral from your primary care doctor," said the NAATP's Thomas. 
But despite scientific advances and far better insurance coverage for addiction care, this 
rarely happens. 

After decades of being treated separately from mainstream health care, studies show 
many physicians are still unwilling, or lack the training, to treat patients suffering 
substance use disorders. 

"That's part of the stigma of addiction," said Earley with ASAM. "Addiction is a treatable 
brain disease. When you look at physicians, the amount of training and education they 
have with this illness is marginal.” For now, experts say that means many people who 
fall into addiction wind up going it alone, navigating a rehab system that too often 
pushes them into debt without helping them heal.
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From: Jo Ann Glover <joannglover2@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 3:58 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: No to Detox center 

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
I am against the drug detox center next to Dorothy Fox school. It’s just not safe for the children who go to school there. It really 
isn’t safe for the entire area. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Jo Ann Glover 
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Dear Mr. Turner, Sarah and other Camas Leaders, 
 
My comments are specifically relevant to CMC Code: 8.06.020 Ord.2193 1, 9.32.050 Ord., 1834  2, 12.32.145 
Ord 2349, 18.39.010 Ord No 2561, and in reference to Acute Care vs Subacute care referenced by Discover 
Recovery in their application to the city for the conditional use permit III. As you can see by the link below, 
detoxification is not a sub-acute care process and should not be considered as such. See definition from the 
National Institute of health and drugabuse.gov. 

• https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK64119/ 
• https://www.drugabuse.gov/publications/principles-drug-addiction-treatment-research-based-guide-

third-edition/principles-effective-treatment 
• National Institute of Health Definition of Detoxification (a treatment provided by the proposed site): 

"Detoxification is a set of interventions aimed at managing acute intoxication and withdrawal." 
• Drugabuse.gov Addiction Treatment Research #10: "Medically assisted detoxification is only the first stage 

of addiction treatment and by itself does little to change long-term drug abuse.  Although medically 
assisted detoxification can safely manage the acute physical symptoms of withdrawal and can, 
for some, pave the way for effective long-term addiction treatment, detoxification alone is rarely 
sufficient to help addicted individuals achieve long-term abstinence. Thus, patients should be 
encouraged to continue drug treatment following detoxification. Motivational enhancement and 
incentive strategies, begun at initial patient intake, can improve treatment engagement. 

Why do I care? 
 
In 2013, my family relocated to Camas from Florida after being presented with a unique career opportunity 
allowing us to be near family. We initially lived across the street from Dorothy Fox Elementary with the intent of 
getting to know the area in Camas/Vancouver and eventually purchase a house. We fell in love with Prune Hill 
and when we sold our other home down south, we purchased a Property on a cul-de-sac on 29th circle just a 
few short blocks away. We have two children ages 12 and 9. Both of whom have attended Dorothy Fox 
Elementary. 
 
Our experience in Florida was interesting to say the least. We were young and naive when we moved there. 
We started our careers, bought our first new cars, homes, and it's where our two children were born. The city 
we lived in was on the Gulf Coast and had an unusually large homeless population with an even bigger drug 
problem. At the time, we had roughly 30 detox and recovery centers in the immediate area so, petty crime was 
not that uncommon. During our fourteen years, we had numerous run-ins with people who were suffering from 
the unpredictable behavior that comes with addiction. In one instance, I caught an intruder sneaking through 
our driveway as he was about to enter our garage while my wife was doing some work. After she screamed, I 
intervened and held him at bay with a baseball bat while waiting for the police to arrive. We endured multiple 
break-in attempts and more than once, our lab/pit mix scared and chased off would-be intruders. Our vehicles 
were broken into numerous times and we eventually installed a security system on the house and cameras 
positioned outside (all in a very nice neighborhood not all that different from Prune Hill). Authorities often 
brushed it off attributing it to the raging opioid epidemic that was happening in Florida at the time. As time went 
on, we grew accustomed to looking over our shoulders and developed the edge and protective instinct that one 
needs in order to appropriately deal with the onslaught of issues that accompany living in such an environment. 
 
All of this however doesn’t really match with the unfortunate circumstance of 11-year-old Carlie Brucia. In 2004, 
very close to our house, there was a restaurant and carwash called, Evies. Young Carlie, a 4th grade girl was 
walking home from a friend's house when she didn't show up on time. After 30 minutes, Carlie’s parents 
understandably became worried and called the police. It was soon discovered with use of captured video 
footage (see link below) that Carlie was grabbed and led to a vehicle by convicted felon and addict, Joseph 
Smith. Just prior, Joseph was sitting in his car shooting cocaine intravenously. Joseph kidnapped, beat, raped 
and strangled Carlie leaving her body in a church parking nearby. Joseph had been released from prison a 
short time prior to this event and from what’s published, he had been in and out of rehabs/detox for most of his 
adult life. An unfortunate example of the vicious cycle of a violent predator who also happened to be an addict. 
This became national news and it happened in our neighborhood. 
 
https://www.heraldtribune.com/videos/news/crime/2020/11/18/carlie-brucia-abduction/6251032002/ 
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Over the months and years, we watched our community change. People stopped letting their kids play outside. 
Families started actively monitoring neighborhood watchdog sites for sexual predators. Kids in family 
neighborhoods seldom walked around alone again. Friends of Carlie and their parents were traumatized and 
robbed of their community security due to one circumstance, one instance, one unpredictable event that 
nobody could have seen coming. 
 
This is a factual story and it's my opinion that this is what you’re potentially inviting into the Prune Hill 
neighborhood. Please understand, I wish nothing more than for those suffering from the wrath of addiction to 
find quality therapeutics and comfort from their addiction. I also want to see regulation in the rehab industry that 
provides high levels of oversight tying insurance reimbursements to superior outcomes levels for those 
choosing to proactively get clean.  
 
Questions that are not answered by the application: 
1. What happens in the middle of the night when a patient decides they’re done with treatment and 
voluntarily decides to check out? Where do they go? Who transports them to the airport, bus station, hotel, 
homeless shelter, etc? 
2. What happens if a patient hops the fence and has access to Dorothy Fox Elementary during recess? Does a 
lockdown happen? Will the sheriff or police be notified if a patient leaves the program prematurely? Will 
Discover use electronic monitoring devices for predators or violent offenders by law, they may be forced to 
take? Smoking and vulgar language around pre-school and kindergarten? How does the Washington School 
Safe Zones come into play? 
3. According to the Camas 2035 plan, “Camas will continue to be a safe, diverse and welcoming community. 
Camas maintains small town character, while accommodating future residents. The city is known for its 
excellent schools, thriving businesses and access to metropolitan amenities and natural resources.”  
4. A Convalescent Home is different from an Assisted living facility. First, this property was a home. Then 
it was zoned as a bed and breakfast. Next, it was zoned as Assisted Living. Where does the pendulum stop? Is 
this really the direction of such conditional use permits in our city? What's to prevent everyone in Prune Hill 
from submitting a CUP application requesting to turn their home into halfway house or sober living home?  
 
In my Opinion: 
 
1. Allowing Discover to be established in this neighborhood sets a future precedent. 
2. Petty crime, homelessness, acts of violence against our neighbors could all increase.  
3. Dealers will likely seek out Discover. Patients may sneak out of the facility and access Dorothy Fox park, 
the church, the school playground and it won’t be long before syringes and other drug paraphernalia start 
showing up in these areas. 
4. Patients could hop the fence going into Dorothy Fox elementary. Lockdowns could increase. Children 
and teachers would be forced to stay inside and undoubtedly, kids will share their fears about lockdowns with 
their parents. 
5. Noise from the facility and noise from the school will likely reciprocate issues compounding the 
incompatibility. Rehab patients smoking, using vulgar language will become a common sight, sound and 
smell to children at the elementary school and park. 
6. Traffic in the area will potentially increase as will panhandling, trash and noise pollution. 
7. Discover states in the Post that they’re targeting addicts who are CEO’s, Doctors and Lawyers. What 
about the average person in our community who needs help? What does this offer them? 
8. Discover states in their application three new patients coming and three patients leaving weekly. Has 
the city reviewed their attrition rate or outcome rates? 
9. Based on Discover’s application, a total of 159 people will depart Discover’s facility. This means without 
growth of additional beds, by the year 2035, there will be 2226 patients roughly who would have left Discover. 
As relapse rates nationally are similar to asthma and diabetes, 40/60% relapse rates based on current 
statistics, up to 1337 patients will have gone through treatment. It’s well known that there’s a strong correlation 
between mental illness and those suffering from addiction. Are we prepared to increase our social outreach 
programs to address mental health access? Are we prepared to increase our public safety patrol and 
infrastructure to support or maintain safety assurances for the community? After all, if a convalescent home is 
the same as an assisted living, then I would expect the same identical levels of assurances for safety an 
assisted living home? Unsurprisingly, the data just doesn’t support this to be the case. 
10. Discover states nurses will facilitate bed checks every 30 minutes. What kind of facility are we 
sandwiching between a park, an elementary school and a church that requires 30 min checks? 
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For this next point, I hope to provide complete transparency. With recently passed legislation in Oregon and 
WA, I believe wholeheartedly that Camas should be investigating and looking at rehab facilities as part of 
serving our future citizens. As leaders of our community do this, you absolutely owe it to the community to 
perform exceptionally high levels of due diligence while reflecting on the investment of the community and 
growth initiatives aligning with our city plan. Camas leadership should define a community goal to provide 
access to affordable and efficacious care for the majority of Camas citizens and not just doctors, lawyers 
or CEO's being targeted by for-profit organizations.  
 
Overall, I have significant and justified safety concerns for my children, neighbors and future residents of 
Camas. After all, history repeats itself, right? Can Discover offer and institute enhanced security measures? 
Will there be a willingness to follow through on security promises? Can they offer fences and policies that are 
guaranteed to prevent patients from using the park, preventing them from hopping the fence, leaving the 
building, breaking into a shed or house, or causing a lockdown at the pre-school or elementary school less than 
500' away? I don't doubt the intention of the two owners and would be willing to bet that they'd give it a hearty 
try. I even suspect they'd institute those 30-minute bed checks mentioned in their application. 
 
So, after all of this. You know what I still cannot get out of my head? Time and chance. Please remember. It 
was 30 minutes that passed when Carlie Brucia’s mom and dad called the police. It was 30 minutes that 
extreme concern and community action initiated alongside family and police frantically searching to try and find 
this 11-year-old girl. And, it was 30 minutes that ultimately changed our feeling of community safety, and the 
dynamic in which we carried ourselves from that day forward within our neighborhood.  
 
A lot can happen in 30 minutes.  
 
         Recess. Lunch. Gym class 
 
                Walking home after school.  
 
                      Shooting up in a parking lot. 
                   
                            A kidnapping, A rape and murder.  
 
                                 Are you willing to set the precedent? 
 
 
Prune Hill neighbors are reasonable and not anti-rehab, this is simply the wrong location.  
 
Camas, please begin your work with Mr. Feldman and Mr. Paulson to help identify and find a more appropriate 
location within Camas. Sharing property lines with a park, a church, an athletic field and most importantly an 
elementary school with thousands of residential homes and the potential to negatively impact the immediate 
vicinity is not the answer. 
 
Regards, 
Michael Vogt 
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From: MICHAEL BELZER <mcbelzer@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 2:07 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Opposition of Proposed Drug Rehab Center: Prune Hill

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

City of Camas,  
   
I'm writing in opposition of the proposed Drug Rehab center located on Prune Hill in Camas.  
While I believe drug rehab facilities serve a very important need in our community I object to the location.  
The proposed facility located immediately next door to an elementary school, city park, playground and 
residential neighborhoods poses an unnecessary safety risk to children and residents.  
As stated, the location is the issue. I would suggest that the city look to accommodate such a facility in a 
commercial area vs. a residential neighborhood.  
The Prune Hill area of Camas is one of SW WA communities with a safe, secure environment and a main 
reason most people have chosen to live and raise their families here. Allowing a Drug / detox facility smack 
in the middle   
of a small town neighborhood is irresponsible and should not be allowed by the city.  
Respectfully submitted for your consideration,  
   
Michael Belzer  
1930 NW Forest Home Lane  
Camas, WA. 98607  
360-518-4959  
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From: Rose Issa <rose.issa@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 2:07 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Detox center in Camas

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 

Dear Mrs. Fox, 
 

I hope you are doing well. I am writing today in regards to the detox center at 2213 NW 23rd 
Avenue in Camas, next to Dorothy fox elementary. First of all, anyone who is seeking to recover 
from substance use disorders from drugs, alcohol, and other substances is a patient, like any other 
Patient, he/she does require attention and treatment. and I am in full support of that. However, we 
have to be careful deciding where this treatment should take place. I do not beleive a center next to 
an elementary school, in a residential area, is the right place to do so. 
 

I have two daughters, both go to Dorothy Fox walking if weather permits. This walk is probably 
the best part of the school day for them. I do not feel safe letting them do that anymore in case if 
the detox center will take place next to their school. I do not feel safe allowing them to play in the 
park next to their school any more.  
 

The for-profit detox center accepts individuals who are seeking to recover from drugs, alcohol, and 
other substances. I am not sure about that, but to the best of my knowledge, this admission is 
voluntary, that means the detox center can not prevent them from leaving if they decide to quit the 
program. They might offer them a transportation but they can not force them to do so, am I right? . 
If any patient decides to leave on his/her own, they will be in the neighborhood, just next to 
elementary school students.  
 

Please accept this letter in opposition to the detox center next to Dorothy Fox Elementary. Again, 
those individuals deserve the best treatment possible to get back to their societies and families after 
recovery but we have to be careful where these centers will be located, only one incident might 
carry a disastrous outcome on one of our kids for the rest of his/her life. Nobody wants that. 
 

Thank you! 
Rose 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Greg Anderson

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 1:15 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Fw: Discover Recovery Rehab Center

FYI 
 

From: Ruth McRaven <ramcraven@comcast.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 12:55 PM 
To: Greg Anderson; Ellen Burton; Bonnie Carter; Don Chaney; Steve Hogan; Shannon Roberts; Melissa Smith 
Subject: Discover Recovery Rehab Center  
  

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Dear Camas City Councilors:  
Below are the comments & concerns I submitted to the City Planner for the upcoming hearing on 
locating  Discover Recovery, a drug and alcohol rehab center in Camas.  If you would NOT like to have your 
children attend a school next to a drug rehab center, or live near one, then please do what you can to stop 
the approval of the Conditional Use Permit for this facility.  
   
Ruth McRaven  
   
   
   
March 15, 2021  
   
Sarah Fox, AICP  
Senior Planner, City of Camas  
   
RE:  CUP21-01 Discover Recovery  
   
I am writing in order to provide valid concerns about the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for Discover 
Recovery and I am requesting that the application be DENIED.  
   
I understand that this property on NW 23   rd has previously operated with a CUP. There is a big difference 
between a CUP for a bed & breakfast turned assisted living facility, both of which offered little to no threat to 
young children, and a drug and alcohol rehab center. I believe a drug and alcohol rehab center constitutes a 
substantial potential threat to the safety and well-being of school-aged children. My main concern and most 
obvious, is that this drug and alcohol rehab center will be located DIRECTLY next to Dorothy Fox 
Elementary School. While I don’t dispute the need for drug and alcohol rehab centers, there are more 
desirable and appropriate locations for them to be in. The application does not at any point address the 
potential harm that could come to elementary school children and anything the applicant will do to mitigate 
this potential harm.  
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Will sex offenders be housed at that facility?  Would surrounding homeowners and school be notified of 
them being there?  What would stop residents of the facility from leaving the premises?  Once treatment 
concludes or a patients insurance runs out, there is no law, no requirement, no obligation for Discover 
Recovery to ensure that former patients are returned to their original location – so what happens to these 
patients then? The letter (   https://www.discoverrecovery-camas.com) to neighbors from Discover Recovery 
states that facility residents are prohibited from leaving, but does not indicate exactly how that will be 
accomplished…will all doors be locked 24 hours a day? In this same letter, the applicants state that cameras 
will be installed and monitored 24 hours a day, no visitors will be allowed, etc.  These conditions are not 
listed in the application to the city, so how can these conditions be enforced?  The applicants can therefore 
say anything they want in a letter to surrounding homeowners and there is no accountability if they don’t 
follow through and no legal recourse for the school or effected homeowners. How bad would things have to 
get before the city would shut them down? Under what circumstances would the city make them close their 
doors? It has been noted that facilities which treat those with alcohol and drug addictions, has been a 
contributing factor to homelessness in cities across the country.  
   
Currently the applicants are asking for a CUP for a 15-bed facility. What happens if they want to expand that 
to a 25 or 50-bed facility (to make more money)?  Do they have to go through the city and a new permit 
process or can they just increase the number of beds with no notification or input from the 
community?  What is preventing the applicant from doing a bait and switch (where its indicated that it will be 
a 15-bed facility when the real intention maybe for a higher number of beds)? If approved, how can the 
surrounding homeowners be assured that it will always remain a 15-bed facility? There are too many 
questions with not enough substantive answers for this facility to be approved.  
   
Evidence has shown that crime, both petty and violent, generally increases around rehab 
centers.  Increased crime would have a detrimental impact to the residential community surrounding the 
facility and possibly endanger the elementary school children. In the application, section 18.43.050, 
applicant makes the claim that “The proposed use is not detrimental to the residential uses in the 
surrounding area of the Property”.  I would strongly refute this statement – the rehab center may not be 
detrimental to the residential USES – but it most certainly could be detrimental to the homeowner/residents 
and school children! Not only is it likely that crime could increase, but studies show that property values of 
the surrounding homeowners decrease, some by as much as 17%.  Would you willingly buy a house located 
across the street from a rehab center?   I think if you were honest with yourself, you would not. So who will 
be financially responsible for any economic loss to homeowners, the City of Camas or the applicant?   
   
Additionally I have concerns about the drug treatment industry in general.  It seems to be a largely 
unregulated industry with little oversight.  On the Discover Recovery website for its Long Beach, WA facility 
it indicates that it is an accredited institution, yet their membership to National Association of Addiction 
Treatment Providers has lapsed.  
   
Camas is a town that is largely community/neighborhood oriented and having a rehab center right in the 
middle of a residential area, next to an elementary school just doesn’t make sense.  If the city allows this 
rehab center now, it sets precedent for future rehab centers in other residential neighborhoods.  Is that what 
we really want for the City of Camas? We have all been through the last year with COVID restrictions 
imposed upon us by local, state, and national government authorities.  We have been told that we must give 
up our individual desires for the good of the whole community in the name of public health.  This same 
principle should apply to this situation.  The needs of the few (applicant) should NOT outweigh the needs of 
the many (surrounding community).  It is the primary responsibility of our city officials to protect its citizens 
and more importantly its children, and as such the city should NOT approve this Conditional Use Application, 
and authorize the operation of the “convalescent home” use on the Property under a new conditional use 
permit. Let’s work together to find a more suitable location for Discover Recovery.  
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From: Ruth McRaven <ramcraven@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 11:30 AM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: CUP21-01

 

March 15, 2021  
   
Sarah Fox, AICP  
Senior Planner, City of Camas  
   
RE:  CUP21-01 Discover Recovery  
   
I am writing in order to provide valid concerns about the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for Discover 
Recovery and I am requesting that the application be DENIED.  
   
I understand that this property on NW 23 rd has previously operated with a CUP. There is a big difference 
between a CUP for a bed & breakfast turned assisted living facility, both of which offered little to no threat to 
young children, and a drug and alcohol rehab center. I believe a drug and alcohol rehab center constitutes a 
substantial potential threat to the safety and well-being of school-aged children. My main concern and most 
obvious, is that this drug and alcohol rehab center will be located DIRECTLY next to Dorothy Fox 
Elementary School. While I don’t dispute the need for drug and alcohol rehab centers, there are more 
desirable and appropriate locations for them to be in. The application does not at any point address the 
potential harm that could come to elementary school children and anything the applicant will do to mitigate 
this potential harm.  
   
Will sex offenders be housed at that facility?  Would surrounding homeowners and school be notified of 
them being there?  What would stop residents of the facility from leaving the premises?  Once treatment 
concludes or a patients insurance runs out, there is no law, no requirement, no obligation for Discover 
Recovery to ensure that former patients are returned to their original location – so what happens to these 
patients then? The letter ( https://www.discoverrecovery-camas.com) to neighbors from Discover Recovery 
states that facility residents are prohibited from leaving, but does not indicate exactly how that will be 
accomplished…will all doors be locked 24 hours a day? In this same letter, the applicants state that cameras 
will be installed and monitored 24 hours a day, no visitors will be allowed, etc.  These conditions are not 
listed in the application to the city, so how can these conditions be enforced?  The applicants can therefore 
say anything they want in a letter to surrounding homeowners and there is no accountability if they don’t 
follow through and no legal recourse for the school or effected homeowners. How bad would things have to 
get before the city would shut them down? Under what circumstances would the city make them close their 
doors? It has been noted that facilities which treat those with alcohol and drug addictions, has been a 
contributing factor to homelessness in cities across the country.  
   
Currently the applicants are asking for a CUP for a 15-bed facility. What happens if they want to expand that 
to a 25 or 50-bed facility (to make more money)?  Do they have to go through the city and a new permit 
process or can they just increase the number of beds with no notification or input from the 

Respectfully submitted  
   
   
Dave & Ruth McRaven  
Homeowners in the surrounding area  
2141 NW 33   rd Way  
Camas  WA 98607  
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community?  What is preventing the applicant from doing a bait and switch (where its indicated that it will be 
a 15-bed facility when the real intention maybe for a higher number of beds)? If approved, how can the 
surrounding homeowners be assured that it will always remain a 15-bed facility? There are too many 
questions with not enough substantive answers for this facility to be approved.  
   
Evidence has shown that crime, both petty and violent, generally increases around rehab 
centers.  Increased crime would have a detrimental impact to the residential community surrounding the 
facility and possibly endanger the elementary school children. In the application, section 18.43.050, 
applicant makes the claim that “The proposed use is not detrimental to the residential uses in the 
surrounding area of the Property”.  I would strongly refute this statement – the rehab center may not be 
detrimental to the residential USES – but it most certainly could be detrimental to the homeowner/residents 
and school children! Not only is it likely that crime could increase, but studies show that property values of 
the surrounding homeowners decrease, some by as much as 17%.  Would you willingly buy a house located 
across the street from a rehab center?   I think if you were honest with yourself, you would not. So who will 
be financially responsible for any economic loss to homeowners, the City of Camas or the applicant?   
   
Additionally I have concerns about the drug treatment industry in general.  It seems to be a largely 
unregulated industry with little oversight.  On the Discover Recovery website for its Long Beach, WA facility 
it indicates that it is an accredited institution, yet their membership to National Association of Addiction 
Treatment Providers has lapsed.  
   
Camas is a town that is largely community/neighborhood oriented and having a rehab center right in the 
middle of a residential area, next to an elementary school just doesn’t make sense.  If the city allows this 
rehab center now, it sets precedent for future rehab centers in other residential neighborhoods.  Is that what 
we really want for the City of Camas? We have all been through the last year with COVID restrictions 
imposed upon us by local, state, and national government authorities.  We have been told that we must give 
up our individual desires for the good of the whole community in the name of public health.  This same 
principle should apply to this situation.  The needs of the few (applicant) should NOT outweigh the needs of 
the many (surrounding community).  It is the primary responsibility of our city officials to protect its citizens 
and more importantly its children, and as such the city should NOT approve this Conditional Use Application, 
and authorize the operation of the “convalescent home” use on the Property under a new conditional use 
permit. Let’s work together to find a more suitable location for Discover Recovery.  
   
   
   
Respectfully submitted  
   
   
   
Dave & Ruth McRaven  
Homeowners in the surrounding area  
2141 NW 33 rd Way  
Camas  WA 98607  
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From: thompson5837@comcast.net

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 1:02 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug Detox in Camas NEXT TO Dorothy Fox!!!

Attachments: Screenshot (9).png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
HI Sarah, 
I would like to share my thoughts about the purposed Drug Detox Facility in Camas next to Dorothy Fox Elementary. 
This is the worst possible location for a Drug Detox facility for many reasons. Immediately next to a school and sharing a fence 
line potentially exposes children to things that they should not be exposed to while at school on the play ground that has been 
identified as a safe space by the school district and the City of Camas. The field and park immediately next to the purposed Drug 
Detox Center is used nearly year round for soccer practice and by families that live in the area. 
 
Many years ago the school district changed  their bussing policy. This means that any child that lives within a mile radius of the 
school is in the ”walk boundary” 
I have added a map of the Dorothy Fox walk boundary. This would mean that hundreds of children would have to walk past the 
Drug Detox center every day of the week to get to and from school.   
 
It is a reality that a patient can choose to leave a treatment facility against medical advice at any time. This patient could be a sex 
offender or exercise poor judgement in a moment of desperation. This would be setting up the perfect storm for a very bad 
scenario in our community. 
 
The area surrounding the Fair Gate is an established residential area. There are thousands of homes in the area. This would 
definitely impact the housing market in the city of Camas.  As a realtor I can say that if there is a buyer that considering a home 
near the purposed Drug Detox Center vs a home in a different area, the decision would weigh heavily for the home away from 
the Drug Detox Center. I have many clients that choose to move to Camas for the schools. If the Drug Detox Center is put next to 
a school this will drastically change the desirability of living in Camas. 
In using my critical thinking skills it does not make ANY sense to put an addict in a recovery situation of any kind anywhere near 
a school or a neighborhood park.  
 
This drug detox center would change the City of Camas FOREVER!!! 
 
I hope that the community’s comments are taken very seriously regarding this matter. 
Dacey Thompson 
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From: Yoshié <yoshiemcclanahan@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 3:59 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Drug Detox 

 
Hearing Examiner, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read my email. 
 
I am a long time resident of Camas who live 150 yards from the Fairgate Inn/ suggested Drug Detox Center location. 
 
We searched high and low to find a perfect community to raise our three children when we moved from out of state almost 15 
years ago.  Our now grown children went through Camas School District successfully and proud to call Camas home. 
 
We have always voted for school, for bond, putting education first even now our own children moved on, to keep this special 
community and its' young families with children have the quality of education they deserve amid this time of pandemic.  I feel 
this type of support is invaluable to raise successful young citizens and keep community strong just as many residents paid 
forward for our own children’s education. 
 
Possibility of Discovery Drug Detox Center coming in is one I fear could destroy the community’s bond, strength, everything we 
had in Camas up to now such as excellent public education, safety and resources for the city. 
Yes, a business coming in might be better than no business coming in at all however, with Discovery Drug Detox’s proposed 
business plan bringing in substance abuse patients from out of the area raise too much risks for our young students walking to 
and from Dorothy Fox Elementary School, not to mention all the team sport practices that happen at the field next to Discovery 
Drug Detox Center. 
 
Residents who just moved in from California, affluent new Camas residents sought out Camas for the same reasons we once 
did, will not hesitate to reallocate their resources else where by relocating to another city. 
I spoke last night in public comment section of the City Council meeting about my concern which for unforeseeable reasons if 
the Governor or any authority mandate nondiscriminatory bill to pass for substance abuse patients, Discovery Detox Center 
could face housing ALL patients turning Camas into homeless encampment you see on the street of Portland. 
Will I stay here to support the city like that?  I would not.  It the city does not care about tax payers like myself to let a business 
take over what once was a beautiful, peaceful city where we all respect each other’s values to create strong community. 
I do not say this lightly but many residents feel the same as I do.  What would a city do when you lose tax payers support?  
Camas is one of the rare community full of people willing to come together to help financially.  If the city needs revenue, all you 
have to do is to reach out and ask for help rather than letting this Drug Detox Center to come in next to an elementary school. 
 
By letting Discovery Drug Detox Center come in, I would expect Camas Police ramp up the presence, have crime resolution 
team, and at the minimum on going patrol for Dorothy Fox Elementary School, the park and nearby residential area.  School 
District will be requested to assess the need of school bus services for all residents no matter the distance from school, which 
used to be provided when we first moved here. 
Last but not the least, city will face decrease in property tax for residents moving out of the area. 
Once you let this happen, bleeding will not stop. 
 
You do have a choice.  Please let us help. 
 
Respectfully yours, 
 
Yoshie McClanahan 
360-601-8525 
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800 WASHINGTON AVE N | LONG BEACH, WA 98631|(P) 202.379.8359|(F) 425.589.0432| WWW.DISCOVERRECOVERY.COM 
 

March 16, 2021 

 

Sarah Fox 
Senior Planner 
City of Camas 
616 NE 4th Ave. 
Camas, WA 98607 
sfox@cityofcamas.us  

 
RE: Response to Comments and Questions About Proposed Discover Recovery Facility 

Dear Sarah, 

We understand the ongoing questions and concerns from members of the community regarding 
the proposed Discover Recovery facility. Since submitting our conditional use application, we 
have carefully listened to many questions posed by community members. Upon receiving initial 
feedback and questions from the community, Discover Recovery immediately took proactive 
steps to communicate and address questions by creating a FAQ web page, by reaching out to 
members of the community via written correspondence and telephone, and by responding to 
inquiries from media. We continue to be available to ensure that the community feels safe and 
heard. 

Attached to this letter are additional FAQs that we are providing in response to more recent 
questions. Both Discover Recovery’s initial FAQs and recent FAQs have posted on our web page. 
The web page can be accessed at the following link: https://www.discoverrecovery-
camas.com/.  

My partner and I have invested our time and committed ourselves to genuinely help 
professionals seek treatment for substance use disorders as a legitimate business venture. I 
have in fact moved closer to Camas with my family because of my commitment to the proposed 
facility. Additionally, as you may know, the assisted living use on the site has been in operation 
for over seven years. The only changes from our proposal are proposed changes to the interior 
of the building. No additional changes have been proposed externally to impact the surrounding 
neighborhood. For the neighborhood, there will be no appreciable difference resulting from the 
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800 WASHINGTON AVE N | LONG BEACH, WA 98631|(P) 202.379.8359|(F) 425.589.0432| WWW.DISCOVERRECOVERY.COM 
 

change in the use of the existing structure.  We are, however, open to considering other steps 
(e.g., fencing) to further the security and privacy interests that have been expressed. 

We will continue to be available and will work with neighbors to ensure everyone feels safe and 
heard.  We look forward to having a positive impact on the camas community. Involvement 
within the local community is critical to our primary mission and a core element of our business 
model.  If you have any questions about the proposal, please reach Thomas at 
Thomas@telloshealth.com 
 
 
Kind Regards, 
 

Thomas Feldman & Christopher Paulson 

Co-Founders of Discover Recovery 
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• Whether residents will be allowed to spend time outside during their stay and be in close 
proximity to our children? 

While residents will be allowed to spend time outside during their treatment episodes with 
supervision, designated outdoor spaces will be on the north eastern side of the property, 
away from the shared property line with the Dorothy Fox Elementary School. Outdoor 
activities are monitored by staff. Residents will not have the ability to freely roam the 
property. As an added safeguard, Discover Recovery (DR) will also install fencing as a 
means to further enhance safety and privacy. 

• What is the “fall out rate” and procedure for a resident exiting the facility if they haven’t 
successfully completed the program? 

DR has developed sophisticated strategies to prevent residents from leaving our facility 
Against Treatment Advice (ATA). At present, we have a very low “fall out rate,” due to the 
training we offer our staff, along with the caliber of professionals we employ. While 
treatment itself is voluntary, should a patient decide he or she wants to leave treatment, we 
have policies and procedures in place to mitigate the associated risks. For example, based 
upon our clinical philosophy, if a patient wants to leave, the staff will meet with the patient 
and develop an aftercare plan as a means to facilitate a safe transition from residential care 
to the outside world. We are able to arrange transportation to another treatment, or their 
home environment.   

No patient leaves without an aftercare plan and travel arrangements in place. We boast a 
high success rate related to successful completions of treatment and the maintenance of 
long-term sobriety. It is also worth mentioning that treatment is entirely voluntary, 
meaning most, if not all, of the patients we serve have high levels of motivation for 
treatment. Patients join the treatment program because they want help and want to find a 
better way to live. There are greater instances of ATA risks associated with mandated 
treatments. When an individual voluntarily admits into the program, we have experienced 
a greater degree of internal versus external motivation, hence the low risk for departures 
ATA. 

Should a patient still decide that he or she must leave immediately, refusing referrals and 
an aftercare plan, staff will transport the patient offsite.  

• How will residents arrive and depart the facility? 

Currently, DR offers door-to-door transportation services. The majority of the patients we 
serve are from the Pacific Northwest. Therefore, our transportation staff is able to pick up 
and drop off residents upon admission and discharge from the facility. This is an additional 
service of care we offer. Our drivers are trained and have a wealth of experience dealing 
with the population we serve. Any departure from the facility will be with a staff member. 

• How will DR ensure that sex offenders will not be allowed into the facility? 

FAQ UPDATE
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DR will not allow sex offenders into the treatment program. All new admissions are 
required to complete a pre-admission assessment. Part of the assessment process pertains 
to legal history, including whether the potential admission is a sex offender. It should also 
be noted that the legal assessment also looks into whether a potential admission is currently 
on probation. As allowable by law, legal history may serve as a cause for non-admission.  

• What is the maximum number of residents expected in a year’s time? 

This number is hard to quantify as there is no exact number of admissions that can be 
projected on a month to month basis. Many factors influence whether or not individuals 
seek treatment (e.g. holidays, seasons, etc.) The Camas location, however, is a small and 
intimate treatment setting so the maximum number of residents at any given time would 
not exceed fifteen. 

• How will DR provide resident safety and security? 

DR boasts an extremely high staff-to-patient ratio. As a result, staff is always present and 
able to monitor the movements and locations of all patients. Staff currently conducts thirty-
minute rounds, meaning eyes are on each patient every thirty minutes as a means to 
maintain safety and security. We also utilize surveillance equipment that is monitored in 
the staff office at all times. DR has employed a tremendous amount of staff to ensure that 
each resident receives the highest level of care. Even shifts that are relatively low impact 
(e.g. overnights) have nursing, and two support staff members present due to the 
management team’s belief in risk management. The organizational belief is that the more 
contact the residents have with varying forms of staff, the better the treatment experience. 
During the day there are nurses, counselors, doctors, therapists and various support staff 
present to interact and assist with residents.  

DR’s residents also follow a strict daily routine and are present in groups and individual 
appointments all day. The structured daily activities provide containment and 
accountability for individuals seeking treatment, also allowing staff to maintain safety and 
security. Residents are rarely alone, with the exception of designated homework times and 
when they sleep. As a result, we have seen very few critical incidents, especially 
surrounding safety and security. These issues are of the utmost importance to us.  

• Whether the proposal will only benefit out-of-state residents? 

The market we are trying to serve is in the Pacific Northwest. At present, all patients we 
have treated at our Long Beach facility are from the Washington or Oregon area. The 
proposal has a focus on the local area, due to the identified need for treatment providers. 
There are limited options and resources available to those from the Camas and Vancouver 
area.  This area is currently under-served for treatment options. If anything, we are 
making an effort to elevate the standards of care in Washington so that those who need 
help do not have to leave the state to receive quality care.  
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• Whether patients can leave at any time? 

Patients cannot leave at any time. Once an individual is enrolled in treatment, he or she 
must adhere to the treatment environment. The only exception might be attending an 
outside twelve-step meeting; however, any travel offsite will be with staff members. Any 
offsite activity will be supervised and monitored by staff.   

• Whether DR is appropriately accredited/licensed as a facility? 

DR boasts the highest level of accreditation at present. We are licensed through 
Washington State’s Department of Health to provide treatment services. Through our own 
volition, we pursued further accreditations as well. For example, DR received a three-year 
accreditation from CARF International. The CARF International accreditation provides a 
visible symbol that assures the public of a provider's commitment to continually enhance 
the quality of services and programs with a focus on the satisfaction of the persons served. 
We also sought accreditation from the Joint Commission as well. The Joint Commission 
accreditation is the highest standard of excellence that you can have in the field. It is 
usually found at hospitals, however, as a treatment provider DR sought to have the highest 
quality of care for those we serve.   

Our Medical Director, Dr. Martin Klos is a board certified addictionologist. This board 
certification highlights a level of mastery pertaining to the treatment of Substance Use 
Disorders.  He supervises and oversees our medical staff, ensuring that the treatment we 
provide is safe, effective and contemporary to developments in the field. Currently, we also 
have a physician, Dr. Dave Cundiff, who also hold a Masters in Public Health. Dr. Cundiff 
is onsite daily providing care to our residents. He has worked with the state of Washington 
and provides the highest quality of care to our residents. This level of medical oversight 
was a decision made by DR to enhance patient experiences in treatment, and provide the 
safest treatment setting possible.  

We work closely with both a psychiatrist and a psychiatric nurse practitioner. The ability 
to address any potential underlying mental health issues creates an environment of care 
that can treat all aspects of the individual. The majority of research suggests that most 
people who suffer from substance use disorders (SUDs) might also have an underlying 
mental health concern (e.g. depression, anxiety, etc). While the focus is always addiction 
related first, the ability to address any unforeseen circumstance also mitigates risk.  

DR has nursing staff onsite twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week. All nurses are 
licensed through the Washington State department of health. The nursing team is 
comprised of Registered Nurses and Licensed Practical Nurses. Medical professionals are 
onsite at all times.  

Our clinical staff is comprised of counselors and therapists. All counselors are certified 
through the state of Washington as Substance Use Disorder Professionals, demonstrating 
expertise specific to the treatment of SUDs. Our therapists all have Masters degrees and 
vary from licensed clinical social workers, licensed mental health counselors, and licensed 
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marriage and family therapists. The counselors address the issues surrounding the 
addictive disorders, while the therapists can address the underlying issues which may have 
contributed towards the development of a SUD. All professionals are appropriately 
credentialed and licensed, offering what we consider the best and most robust treatment 
setting in the Pacific Northwest.  
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From: Rob Herman <curepkdnow@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 4:29 PM

To: Sarah Fox; Rob P. Herman

Subject: No Rehab in Camas!

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
Hello,  
This note is to inform you of my request to not have a drug rehab center placed next to Dorothy Fox elementary school and/or in 
a quiet residential neighborhood in our beautiful city of Camas.  
 
While I think we can all agree that drug help is needed for those wanting it, this location is not the place to have such a 
business.  
 
SIncerely, 
Robert P. Herman 
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From: Chutkay Siddharth <chutkays@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 4:24 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: In support of petition: Camas: No Drug Detox/Rehabilitation by Dorothy Fox Elementary School

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
  
  

Dear Sarah Fox,  
 

I am Siddharth Chutkay, writing to you regarding my support of this petition: 

“Camas: No Drug Detox/Rehabilitation by Dorothy Fox Elementary School” 
 

I moved to Camas in Dec, 2019 with my family. I and my wife did a lot of search to 
find a house that is in a safe neighbourhood and has good schools for my kids. Most 
of my colleagues from “HP Inc.” recommended Camas. We have been very 
fortunate and happy to make Camas our home.  
 

When we heard about the proposal for establishing a rehabilitation centre next to 
Dorothy Fox Elementary School, our hearts literally sank. While we understand that 
these are required and necessary, we felt the location was totally inappropriate. A 
lot of kids (including mine) walk to the school and pass by the proposed centre 
daily. They regularly go to the park next to it for play. 

We feel by opening a drug/detox rehabilitation centre, it puts the kids at a high risk 
to exposure to some of the activities. I do not want to generalise here, but even 
one incident can cause a life long trauma for the kids and family. Again, I know we 
cannot guarantee that even if this centre does not come up. But by putting this next 
to an elementary school, we are giving that a high chance. 
 

With the safety and well being of all the kids around Dorothy Fox Elementary 
neighbourhood, I sincerely request you to reject the application to convert property 
in Camas, WA at 2213 NW 23rd Ave to a drug rehabilitation facility. 

 
 

Sincerely yours, 

Siddharth Chutkay. 

(Mobile) 360 8393693 

Address: 2551 NW 22ND AVE, 

Camas, WA 98607. 

127

File #CUP21-01 Exhibit # 

Page 220 



1

From: Natalie Lyons <n.a.lyons@outlook.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 4:09 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Discovery Recovery CUP - Written Community Statement

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for ITD 
review. 

 
City of Camas Hearing Examiner  

City of Camas Sr. Planner – Sarah Fox  

City of Camas Mayor Barry McDonnell and City Council Members  

  

This comment is being submitted regarding the requested Conditional Use Permit for Discovery Recovery (2213 NW 23rd Ave). 

My family and I have been taxpaying residences of Camas since 2013 and have lived in the Prune Hill neighborhood, within a half 

a mile from the proposed addiction rehabilitation facility location, since 2018. As many of our neighbors have already 

emphasized, our primary concern for this facility is its incredible proximity to a public park with standalone unlocked bathrooms 

(open 24/7), elementary school, church, and thousands of family homes. Unfortunately, this is the WRONG location for this type 

of business. I do not believe I am the first neighbor to say this, but the reality is that it only takes one terrible situation to rock a 

community and ruin lives. Our children’s safety should the number one priority. I strongly believe that those needing help should 

be provided help but others safety needs to be taken into consideration as well. The City of Camas elected officials, staff, 

neighbors, and business owners owe it to each other and to our youth to provide a safe and secure community. Granting the 

permit for Discovery Recovery for this location we will be putting that at risk.  

Thank you,  

Justin & Natalie Lyons  
1323 NW 28th Ave  
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March 16, 2021 

 

City of Camas Planning Division  

Attention:  Sarah Fox 

616 NE 4th Ave 

Camas, WA 98607 

 

Dear Ms. Fox: 

 

I am writing to submit comments related to the application for a Conditional Use Permit from Discover 

Recovery at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue (File No. CUP21-01).  I am a homeowner and parent in the Dorothy 

Fox attendance area and have concerns about the proposed conversion of the Fairgate assisted living 

facility to a drug rehabilitation center.  In my opinion, there are too many risk factors involved with this 

business moving into this location, and the owners have not provided sufficient information regarding 

its operations, competency, and security.  The City of Camas owes it to the community to further 

investigate and vet this business, which is part of a highly unregulated industry, before it is granted a 

Conditional Use Permit for the property. 

 

There has not been sufficient time to consider the application of the owners and the potential effects on 

the neighborhood, and this decision, once made, cannot be reversed.  There are various items that do 

not comply with each of the Criteria listed in the City of Camas Code of Ordinances, but in the sake of 

brevity I will refer only to Item E:  that “The proposed use is consistent with the goals and policies 

expressed in the comprehensive plan.” 

 

From the Comprehensive Plan - “The purpose of the Camas Comprehensive Plan is to ensure that in 

2035, the City remains vibrant and diverse and meets the needs of its residents.”  “In the year 2035, 

residents of Camas continue to appreciate their safe, diverse, and welcoming community.”  “In 2035, 

Camas continues to have an excellent school system, an asset that draws families to the community.”  

There is nothing that the proposed use by Discovery Recovery will do to further these goals; in fact, 

there seems to be no positive effect on our community by it being allowed to open in this particular 

location.  The center markets to out-of-state residents and therefore does not seem to plan to serve 

people struggling with addiction in our own community.  It cannot ensure the safety of the surrounding 

community and has not even presented a reasonable safety plan.  Its location on NW 23rd Avenue will 

reduce property values and impact the desirability of our neighborhoods and school.  There are 

locations in other areas of the city where the potential risks can be better mitigated that would be a 

more appropriate fit for the facility.  If the Fairgate building were not pre-existing, would the City allow it 

to be built today for this purpose?  I would think that the request would be denied due to its location in 

the heart of a residential neighborhood, sharing a fence with a public park, a church which houses a 

preschool, and an elementary school where over 80% of students live in the walk zone and are not 

provided with bus transportation to school. 

 

I do not write this letter in opposition to a rehab facility being built in Camas.  Like most people, my 

family has been affected by addiction and lives have been lost.  Effective and accessible programs are 

needed.  However, in this case the proposed location presents too many risks and ultimately no 
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positives for the immediate community.  The owners are from out of state and have only been in the 

rehab business for a few years.  The information regarding safety, staffing, and oversight they provided 

to the community is almost laughable, and hardly reassuring or complete.  Their medical director is 

located hours away and was placed on probation for 5 years for inappropriately and overprescribing 

opioids.  They cannot guarantee that they will not house sex offenders.  They state that they will create 

jobs, but also that at times they will only have 2 staff members onsite.  Truly, where is the benefit to our 

community?  Our children and neighborhood should not be the victims of a hasty decision.  Surely, there 

must be an alternative. 

 

I urge the City of Camas to do the following: 

• Research current cases where cities have worked with ADA regulations while still denying 

applicants a particular location if it was not an appropriate fit. 

• Complete due diligence and thorough research on the owners and the substance abuse 

rehabilitation industry in greater detail. 

• Conduct a cultural fit scope and evaluate alignment with or disconnect to our values, mission, 

and vision of Camas, for now and in the future for any business like this. 

• Deny Discover Recovery use of 2213 NW 23rd Ave, Camas, WA as a convalescent substance 

abuse rehabilitation home and work to find a more suitable location. 

 

I believe that the City of Camas can and should work with the owners to find an amenable solution for a 

facility that will treat our local population, fit within the Camas 2035 Comprehensive Plan, and be placed 

in a location that will not cause increased risk to the most valuable asset in our community, our children.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Rebecca Oates 

3115 NW Ivy Circle 

Camas, WA 98607 
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March 16th, 2021 

Dear Camas City Council and City Examiner, 

 

Our office was recently made aware of a for-profit company’s attempt to put a drug 

detoxification/rehabilitation center in the Camas area. We were disturbed to learn that this 

proposal is near Dorothy Fox Elementary school, the Dorothy Fox Park, and the Harvest 

Community Church.  As elected representatives, our collective ability to see the bigger picture 

must be leveraged and this situation demands such a perspective. 

Our shared constituents from across the political spectrum have shared the following concerns 

with which we agree. 

Safety.  First, the safety variables increase drastically when moving from an assisted living 

facility to a drug rehabilitation/detoxification facility.  The increased risk to the surrounding 

community must be a primary consideration. Safety factors include the proximity of schools to 

the proposed facility, dense surrounding family population and the considerable number of 

students who walk to school and play in the adjacent park, often without adult supervision.   

No local benefit.  Second, the owners of the proposed facility are not from our state and are 

likely advertising for out-of-area patients.  Out-of-state patients lack any stake in our 

community and will not reenter our neighborhoods as productive members with the potential 

to contribute to our community. We urge you to research the history, credibility, social 

responsibility and proposed locations of any drug rehabilitation/detoxification company seeking 

to establish themselves within our communities before permitting such use.   

Damages.  Third, there is strong historical evidence to suggest that real damage can occur to 

surrounding properties located around rehabilitation centers. At a minimum, this proposed 

facility’s juxtaposition to an elementary school appears disturbingly inappropriate and will 

almost certainly damage Dorothy Fox’s well-earned excellent reputation, not to mention the 

surrounding family neighborhood.  Injuries may also occur as a matter of perception, if not by 

actual visibly noticeable effects.  As any real estate agent will tell you “location, location, 

location.”  Such devaluation would naturally translate to decreased tax revenue and, therefore, 

decreased school funding resources.   

Precedence.  Fourth, a dangerous precedence would be set by approving this facility at the 

proposed location located next to a school, church, public park and in the middle of a dense 

residential population.  The drug rehabilitation/detoxification industry is growing exponentially 

due to the growing substance abuse crisis, yet it is sorely unregulated.  As elected officials, we 

must prepare for this growing need while defending the safety of our family neighborhoods and 

public schools.  While recognizing the need for rehabilitation, we must work together to get 

ahead of this substance abuse crisis by pursuing rehabilitation for our local population 

responsibly and with deliberate planning.  
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Therefore, we encourage the City of Camas to deny the Change of Use Permit application 

submitted by Discover Recovery and pursue deliberate and reasonable clarifications to the 

zoning codes that balances a proactive approach to the substance abuse crisis with 

safeguarding our neighborhoods and most precious resource, our children. 

 

Very Respectfully, 

                                        

 

Brandon Vick                                                                                 Larry Hoff 

Washington State Representative                                             Washington State Representative  

18th Legislative District                                                                18th Legislative District 
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From: Robert Glover <rglover042@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 4:59 PM

To: Sarah Fox

Subject: Dorothy Fox

WARNING: This message originated outside the City of Camas Mail system. DO NOT CLICK on links or open attachments unless 
you recognize the sender and are expecting the content. If you are unsure, click the Phish Alert button to redirect the email for 
ITD review. 
 
 
I believe the granting of permission for a Drug Detox center so close to a school is a dangerous idea.  I implore you to 
reconsider. 
 
Robert Glover 
Camas, WA resident 
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Kristine R. Wilson 
KRWilson@perkinscoie.com 

D. +1.425.635.1426 
F. +1.425.635.2426 

 

 

 

March 16, 2021 

VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Joe Turner 
City of Camas Land Use Hearing Examiner 
c/o Sarah Fox, Senior Planner 
City of Camas Planning Division 
616 NE 4th Avenue 
Camas, WA 98607 
sfox@cityofcamas.us  

Re: Discover Recovery’s Responses to Testimony Offered During Open Record Period 
(File No. CUP21-01) 

Dear Examiner Turner: 

Thank you for your attention to Discover Recovery’s conditional use permit application for a 
convalescent home use at the site zoned R-12 located at 2213 NW 23rd Avenue, in the City of 
Camas, Washington (the “Application”).  On behalf of our client, Discover Recovery 
(“Applicant”), we submit the following responses and objections related to testimony offered 
during the open record period in the above-referenced matter.   

Scope of Review and Record. The City’s Hearings Examiner’s review is limited to criteria 
relevant to review of the Applicant’s conditional use Application under the applicable Camas 
Municipal Code (“CMC”) provisions.  In relevant part, pursuant to CMC 18.43.050, the 
Applicant must demonstrate compliance with the following approval criteria: 

A. The proposed use will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare, or injurious to 
the property or improvements in the vicinity of the proposed use, or in the district in 
which the subject property is situated; 

B. The proposed use shall meet or exceed the development standards that are required in the 
zoning district in which the subject property is situated; 

C. The proposed use shall be compatible with the surrounding land uses in terms of traffic 
and pedestrian circulation, density, building, and site design; 

D. Appropriate measures have been taken to minimize the possible adverse impacts that the 
proposed use may have on the area in which it is located; 
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E. The proposed use is consistent with the goals and policies expressed in the 
comprehensive plan; 

F. Any special conditions and criteria established for the proposed use have been satisfied. 
In granting a conditional use permit the hearings examiner may stipulate additional 
requirements to carry out the intent of the Camas Municipal Code and comprehensive 
plan. 

The Application narrative dated January 21, 2021 addresses and demonstrates in detail how 
Applicant satisfies each approval criterion above.  See Application Narrative, 5-10.    

During the open-record comment period, comments were made regarding the proposal’s impacts 
on (1) adequacy of parking, (2) increased traffic and congestion, (3) potential diminished 
property values to the surrounding area, and (4) speculative impacts not based on this proposal.   

1.  Parking.  For nearly a decade, the use at the property has been operating with the existing 
parking spaces.  The Property had previously received approval with conditions to change from a 
bed and breakfast use to a 15-bed assisted living facility with 19 parking spaces for employees 
and residents.  See CUP13-04.  The site itself has approximately 75 parking spaces. CMC 
18.11.130 does not expressly provide parking requirements for convalescent home uses.  
However, the provision provides parking requirements for residential care facility/assisted living 
uses.  Applicant’s proposed use is most similar to a residential care facility/assisted living use.  
Parking requirements for residential care facility/assisted living use, per CMC Section 18.11.130, 
are one space per two beds, and one space per day shift employee. Under the present 
circumstances, rules of operation prevent vehicular use and parking by residents and prevent 
visitors from visiting residents during their occupancy.  As a result, there is adequate parking on 
the site for staff, including medical and clinical professionals.  The proposed use will not create 
any need for additional parking than currently in use for the assisted living facility. Therefore, 
contrary to arguments submitted into the record, Applicant’s proposal will not create any issues 
related to parking. 

2.  Traffic/Congestion.  Applicant’s narrative extensively addressed how the proposed use will 
minimize such impacts to the area by incorporating mitigation measures and how the proposed 
use will operate at acceptable levels of service. See Application Narrative, 5-9.  The proposed 
use's traffic impacts will functionally be similar to the existing assisted living use and 
substantially less than the prior bed and breakfast and events use.  As reflected in the findings of 
the traffic study, the proposed use will have no substantive transportation capacity or 
concurrency impacts at the site driveways or nearby intersections.  See Application Narrative, 
Exhibit F.  Accordingly, the proposed use will operate with acceptable levels of traffic without 
any substantive impacts to the nearby area.  Arguments to the contrary should be denied. 
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3.  Property Value Impacts.  To the extent that CMC 18.43.050.A includes any consideration of 
the proposed use’s impact on surrounding property values, Applicant does not expect the 
proposed use to diminish surrounding property values.  Comments by various opponents are 
mere conjecture and speculative.  Even if property values were remotely affected, impact on 
property values is not relevant to the scope of review of this proceeding.  Specifically, CMC 
18.43.050.A does not include any text identifying impacts to nearby property values as a 
criterion subject to the Application.  Instead, in relevant part, the plain text of CMC 18.43.050.A 
requires that, the proposed use will not be materially detrimental to “the public welfare, or 
injurious to the property or improvements in the vicinity of the proposed use.”  If the City 
intended to include consideration of surrounding economic or property values, such 
consideration would be expressly stated in CMC 18.43.050.A.  For example, for the 
construction, location, and maintenance of certain signs affecting the public’s health, safety and 
welfare, the plain text of CMC 18.15.010 expressly considers signage impacts on the “economic 
value” of tourism and “economic growth.”  The plain text of approval criteria subject to the 
Application does not include any consideration of impacts on surrounding “economic” or 
property values.  Therefore, based on the plain text of CMC 18.43.050.A and in context of the 
CMC as a whole, the City did not intend to consider the proposed use’s impact on surrounding 
economic or property values.  To the extent opponents argue otherwise, those arguments should 
be denied as a matter of law. 

4.  Speculative Impacts Not Based on this Proposal.  This Application is for a 15-bed 
convalescent home use that fits within an existing structure and existing parking facilities on an 
already developed property.  The building is set back from and screened from the street.  No 
changes are proposed to the existing building exteriors although Applicant has been willing to 
consider other screening or fencing around the property.  This is a modest facility and program.  
Discover Recovery’s facility in Long Beach, in contrast, has 40 beds.  In forecasting impacts, it’s 
important to take note of this modest scope and scale of the project.  Many of the comments 
expressed make inaccurate and inappropriate comparisons between this project and other 
facilities and programs operated by other companies with different patients in different locations 
and communities.  Others of the articles and arguments presented in public comments so far do 
not have a reasonable connection to this use or property.  Many of the assumptions stated about 
the Applicant’s patients and their background and behavior are inappropriate, unsupported, and, 
in some cases, ill-informed or prejudicial.  There seems to be a lack of understanding and 
perceived fear that the use will result in increased crime without substantiation. 

Objections.  The Applicant objects to testimony offered during the open-record comment period 
that was irrelevant to the scope of issues to be decided by the Hearing Examiner.  The Applicant 
trusts the ability of the Hearing Examiner to filter relevant testimony and exhibits within the 
bounds of limited approval criteria from irrelevant testimony, unsupported opinion, or exhibits 
beyond either the record or the issues presented. 
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Testimony or exhibits offered that are not relevant to the issues presented include assumptions or 
speculation about the Applicant’s licensing, the state of residence of its patients, its success rate 
with its care and treatment programs, and the background of its patients.  Applicant is subject to 
licensing and a host of regulatory standards regarding its services that are beyond the purview of 
the City and the Hearing Examiner to regulate and are not relevant to the CUP criteria.  
Applicant is proud of its track record and the services offered at its Long Beach, Washington 
facility.  This information has been shared with the public, along with other responses to 
questions that community members have posed.  But those points are not relevant to the issues 
presented under the Application. 

Ample Notice and Comment Opportunities are Being Provided and Delay Would 
Adversely Impact the Applicant.  Applicant has received a copy of a request for continuance of 
the March 24, 2021 public hearing.  Counsel for Dorothy Fox Safety Alliance and Prune Hill 
Partners indicates that there is good cause for continuance of the hearing.  However, even the 
request reflects that the City and Applicant have gone above and beyond the statutory and code-
required notice for the public hearing on March 24, 2021.  CMC 18.55.190 requires notice to be 
published on the property and in legal notices for 15 days in advance of the hearing.  Because of 
the way that the City’s application process is structured, the Applicant posted a large sign at the 
property at the time of application, which is much earlier than the code-required notice periods.  
The Code also requires mailing to properties within 300 feet of the property.  CMC 18.55.030.C.  
In addition, the City has posted the notice on the front page of its website; the Applicant has 
posted a website for the project, distributed letters to neighboring property owners, and provided 
information to local media; and the City has posted hearing information on social media 
including Next Door, Twitter and Facebook.  Applicant objects to any postponement of the 
hearing.  The time periods for review of permit applications like this one are prescribed by state 
and local law for a reason:  delays in processing hamper Applicant’s rights to make productive 
use of real property that it owns.  Extending time for review will adversely impact Applicant.  
The written comment period and open record hearing on March 24th should be sufficient to 
allow interested parties an opportunity to provide testimony and evidence regarding the 
application.   

Conclusion. The findings to be rendered by the hearing examiner must be limited and bound to 
applicable criteria subject to the Application.  The findings must also be supported by substantial 
evidence.  Contrary to erroneous and misguided assertions by commenters in the record, the 
Applicant expects to be a positive business serving the community.  In fact, Washington state 
law recognizes the importance and need for Applicant’s services. See RCW 36.70A.200; WAC 
365-196-550 (listing “[i]n-patient facilities, including substance abuse facilities” as an essential 
public facility); see also CMC 18.03.40 (essential public facilities include “substance abuse 
facilities”).  By providing essential services for professionals struggling with substance abuse 
disorders, Applicant’s proposed convalescent home use positively serves and impacts the 
community.   
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The Applicant respectfully requests your review of the Application to be limited to applicable 
legal standards and criteria under the CMC.  Based upon these arguments and the additional 
evidence in the whole record, the hearing examiner should approve the Application.  If there are 
any clarifying questions, the Applicant is happy to point you to the appropriate record 
document(s) addressing your questions at the upcoming hearing.  Thank you for your careful 
review of this information. 

Very truly yours, 

 
Kristine R. Wilson 
 
cc: Sarah Fox 
 Tom Feldman 
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